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i offen. d by him to be in the nature of an insurrec- | whether Governor Dorr, as the chief magistrate | A letter from the Secretary of the Treasur 
ga strued Dy : : ana y Y> 
to furnish tion, without the authority or sanction of Con- of that State, and, as such, necessarily intrusted | inclosing abstracts of the emoluments and ex- 
Object toa ress and of the people of the State where the | with the care of the arsenals, had exercised law- | penditures for 1843, by officers of the customs, 
ng Papers, insurrections were alleged to exist. The Consti- less tyranny and oppression. ‘The public arse- | under the second section of the act of 2d March, 
tution authorizes Congress to call out the militia nals belonged to the people, and Governor Dorr | 1799, and of the fees received by them respect- 
in cases of insurrection; but he could find no con- | was the representative of the people; and it was || ively for certificates to accompany distilled spirits, 
IAL stitutional authority conferred upon the President, | his duty to discharge the duties which the people || wines, and teas, and for commissions cleared on 
, by his own mere motion, to interpose. It might had imposed upon him. But it had also been | disbursements made as superintendent of light- 
ed to the be that the President, in the exercise of such a | said, with a view to blacken his character and | houses, and as agents for marine hospitals; which 
©X Piration | power, would consider thata large majority—for | reputation, that since his arrest on a charge of |! letter and abstracts were laid on the table. 
have been instance, nine tenths—of the people of a State | treason, he had resorted to expedients to stave off || A letter from the Postmaster General, trans- 
V the sub. were in a state of insurrection, when, in the ex-| his trial. He defended Governor Dorr against || mitting a report, in obedience to the resolution of 
ct that he ercise of their natural rights, they were proposing | such an accusation, which, he said, had no foun- the House of the 26th ultimo, relating to contracts 
the House to change, in some respects, their form of govern- | dation in truth. . | with Isaac Hill to supply States and Territories 
ad arisen, ment. : ; : On looking back through the history of Gov-| with post office blanks and stationery, the quan- 
C88ee Was He denied the authority of the President to in- | ernor Dorr, he had been forcibly struck with | tity furnished, and the sums due upon said con- 
1ON Of the terfere for the purpose of suppressing insurrec- || the noble attribates by which his character was | tracts, together with copies of all such contracts; 
some what tion, without the consent of Congress, and with- marked. He proceeded to draw a parallel be- |) which letter and repert were referred to the Com- 
leman, in. out the consent of the people. He denied his tween Governor Dorrand Algernon Sydney, and | mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
Mh Was to right to judge what might or might not be an in- | expatiated at much length on the struggle of both | A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ken some surrection. He might decide that the efforts of | the latter and the former for the establishment of | ting a report showing the necessity of further 
age of the triots were insurrectionary. The gentleman | liberal principles and the rights of the people; appropriations to meet the outstanding claims on 
he found from Rhode Island insisted that the President in- || and likewise on the tyranny of the royalists of || account of the Florida war, and re vesting a re- 
DS, to au. terposed for the suppression of an insurrection. | Rhode Island, who fined a man $500, and im- || appropriation of certain unexpended balances; 
investiga. This might be the honest opinion of the gentle- || prisoned him for the period of six months, be- || which letter and report were referred to the Com- 
rsons and man, and it might be the opinion of the President; || cause he discharged the duty of judge of elections || mittee on Military Affairs. 
urnais of but there might be a contrariety of opinion on |, under the new constitution by which the people A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
+) Nay, this point. It was a majority of the people who || exercised their inalienable nataral rights. ting a report, in obedience to a resolution of the 
nan from were in favor of the people’s constitution., How, He then glanced at the position of the two po- |) 25th of February, 1843, reported from the Com- 
5 and he thep, could it be said to be an insurrection? || litical parties of this country on this question, the || mittee of Claims of the House of Representa- 
rentleman The upon this ground, he contended, that the | name of Mr. Van Buren having been lugged into || tives, in relation to the claims of a company of 
OM mittee President of the United States aided and abetted | this discussion. He said they found the Demo- |) Florida militia, called the Spring Grove Guards; 
1 custom. treason against the majority of the people of '| cratic portion of this country expressing opinions || and also upon the subject of the payment of cer- 
d not be Rhode Island. | favorable to the course and conduct of the patri- |, tain militia who served in 1838, under the orders 
» Ithad Again: he did not know that it would be proper | otic party of Rhode Island, and to the rights of || of the Governor of Florida; which letter aed re- 
m Mary. for him to attempt to defend or vindicate the ma- || the people. ‘They also found their opponents of || port were referred to the Committee on Military 
nen from jority of the people of Rhode Island; but they | the Whig party, true to the principles of Alex- || Affairs. 
Porter, ] ad been so grossly denounced, not only by sev- || ander Hamilton and his compeers, denying the || Mr. LEVY said, the War Department, instead 
that this eral members of the House, but by the more im- || rights of the people, and their authority to change || of complying with the resolution of the House, 
ject con- mediate Representatives from that State, that he || the form of the government under which they || had sent a prejudiced report made up of the opin- 
ssue with felt himself called on to say something in their | live. One gentleman (Mr. C. B. Smrrn] had at- || ions of military officers; and he hoped the House 
sted that behalf. The gentleman from Rhode Island who | tempted to show that Mr. Van Buren was op- |) would lay that communication on the table, and 
ject-mat. first addressed the House [Mr. Cranston] asked | posed, in the New York convention, to the exten- || permit him to offer another resolution in relation 
that the what were the character and description of this || sion of the suffrage to the whites, but in favor of | to this subject. He preferred this course to the 
x hibited memorial? That gentleman denounced it as an | it to the blacks; but this was an incorrect repre- || one which first suggested itself to him, namely, 
on of the infamous paper, utterly untrue and false in every || sentation. Mr. Van Buren was the great advo- || to return to the Department its communication, 
bounden word. These were bold assertions; and the gen- | cate, in that convention, of the extension of the || that it might be correctly and properly brought 
he Pres- tleman, in using them, might not have forgotten || suffrage, and an opponent of the property qualifi- || to this House. 
terfering that he has raised a question of veracity between | cation of which the people had complained. He || Mr C. JOHNSON hoped the gentleman from 
Whence himself and these memorialists. He wished the || explained, at much length, the course pursued by } Florida would allow this communication to go to 
nterfere? House and the country to bear in mind that the || Mr. Van Buren, and showed that that distin- || the Military Committee for examination before 
ld refer Representatives of Rhode Island here, represent- || guished man was ever a prominent advocate of || any further steps were taken. 
d for the ing a minority of the people of that State, have || the rights of the people; while Mr. Clay, the || Mr, LEVY said that the communication from 
was not denounced the memorialists as guilty of falsehood. || great idol of the Whig party, had taken part with || the War Department, just presented, was in re- 
itutions, The question was, whether they or the memorial- || the royalists of Rhode Island. He alluded to |) ply toa resolution passed by the lust Congress, 
Kistence ists had stated the truth? He would inquire. || Mr. Clay’s opposition to the admission of Mich- | requiring the Secretary of War ‘‘ to ebtain and 
it it was Mr. McC. here examined the several state- || igan into the Union, on the ground of the exten- || certify to this House, at the present session, all ne- 
ry capa- ments contained in the memorial, and compared | sion of the suffrage, and consequently in opposi- | cessary proof respecting the services of certain 
ernment them with the contradictions of the gentleman | tion to the fundamental pease that man is ca- || Florida militia.”” Two military officers had been 
r of the from Rhode Island, for the purpose of showing || pable of self-government. He next noticed the || sent for this proof, and after returning with it 
n such thathe had contradicted those statements without || appeal which had been made to the South on this || here, the War Department, instead of obeying 
thority any authority for so doing. He then examined | subject, to rally in favor of the monarchists of || the resolution, and sending those proofs here for 
untry and refuted the charges made by the gentleman | Rhode Island; and was proceeding when the | the judgment of the House, keep the proofs back, 
that of against the constitutional party; and showed that || Speaker announced the expiration of his hour. || and send here in the stead of it the opjion and 
re, that the offenses charged against them had been com- || Mr. STETSON obtained the floor; but as the |; conclusions of those two officers upon it. The 
ident mitted by the royalist party which supported || morning hour had expired, the subject went over. || proof, and, he felt bound to say, their report, 
jal) in the charter of King Charles If. After speaking || ; ; | seemed to him strongly marked with those preju- 
t wish of the several attempts which had been made | EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | dices and jealousies which are too much indulged 
ne 80, by the friends of constitutional liberty to estab- | The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | by the regular Army against the militia. The 
icular lish a free government on the model of those of | lowing executive communications: | resolution passed by the last Congress, called for 
n that the other States of the Union, which, since 1811, || A message from the President of the United |! certain proofs; and those proofs he wanted. The 
d to had always been defeated by the charter or roy- | States, transmitting a report from the Secretary House was quite as competent, as any two offi- 
alist party, Mr. McC. gave a history of the man- | of State, in answer to the resolution of the House || cers of the Army, to form a_ judgment for itself 
Rhode ner in which the people’s constitution of 1840 was || of Representatives of the 18th January last, call-” upon the evidence. The whole course seems to 
p, that submitted to and adopted by a majority, not only | ing for the number of persons employed without || have been designed to interpose the feelings and 
pose to of the voters of the State who were qualified un- || express authority of law, from the 4th of March, |, judgment of the military branch of the service be- : 
com- der the old charter, but of those who were quali- || 1837, to 3ist December, 1843, inclusive; which || tween Congress and the claims of the militia. 
it was fied under the new constitution. '| message was laid upon the table. | The War Department deserves the censure of the 
p Ex- He proceeded to say, that, after the adjourn-|| A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, || House, and he would move it were it usual. He 
there ment of the Legislature, Governor Dorr was the | transmitting, in compliance with the provisions || thought it proper to say, that he absolved the 
Dosi- chief executive officer of the State, and it was his || of the third section of the act of March 3, 1843, || present incumbent of the War Department from 
F duty to make an effort to get, from the hands of | entitled An act regulating the currency of for- || any blamein the matter. The matter was arranged 
Presi- he lawless insurgents of that State, the posses- eign gold and silver coins in the United States,” || before his accession to office. He would satisfy 
inter- sion of the arsenals, &c.; and for doing this he | a communication from the director of the Mint, || himself by moving a resolution, requiring the 
own been denounced as a felon, and as being showing the result of an assay made of the coins || Secretary of War to send to this House the proofs 






) con- eet an effort to steal the public propery: referred to in that act; which letter was ordered || required by the resolution of 28th July, 1843, as 
ecide |, 


he would leave it to the country to to be laid on the table. ) directed by that resolution. 


27 
























































































































418 


Some conversation ensued on this subject; and 
ultimately, the communication was referred to the 
Commitee on Military Affairs. 


UNITED STATES MILITARY DISTRICTS, 


rr enmmsmsmmnnenn-ammeelnmnen 
a ee 








Mr. HARALSON obtained the permission of 


the House to make a report from the Military 
Committee. He said he was directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (No. 44) to divide the United States into 
two military districts, and the petition of citizens 
of New York, and of William Wallace Whitey, 
relating to the same subject, to move that the 
committee be discharged from the further consid- 
ation thereof. 

Mr. HARDIN said the committee was divided 
—four to four, and therefore they could not agree 
upon a report; but they would consent to be dis- 
charged. 

The motion to discharge the committee was 
agreed to, 

Mr. HARALSON then moved that the report 
and accompanying papers be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON inquired if the bill was re- 

orted back ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved that it be referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and made 
the order of the day for to-morrow; which was 
carried. 

The motion to print was then agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A messave from the President of the United | 


States was delivered by Ropert Tyier, Esq. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Several bills from the Senate were read twice, 
and referred lo appropriate committees. 
FRANKED DOCUMENTS. 
On motion of Mr. PETTIT, the rules were 


, TH 


— 
— 


| Alabama, adverse to the resolution of the Massa- 

















chusetts Legislature; which was referred to the 
select committee to whom was referred the Mas- 
sachusetts memorial. 


COURTS IN OHIO. 


Mr. McKAY renewed the motion to go into 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


The SPEAKER observed that it would be ne- 


cessary to postpone the order of the day, which | 


was the bill introduced by the gentleman from 


Ohio, (Mr. Duncan,] for regulating the time of | 


holding the elections, &c. 


Mr. McKAY then moved to suspend the rules, | 
in order to go into the Committee of the Whole on | 


the state of the Union; but withdrew the motion 
at the request of 

Mr. SAUNDERS, who asked and obtained 
leave to report back to the House, from the Ju- 


diciary Committee, a bill respecting the timesand | 
places of holding the circuit and district courts of |) 


Ohio, with a recommendation that the bill be re- 
jected. 

A debate ensued, in which Messrs. SAUND- 
ERS, VANCE, SCHENCK, and DUNCAN 
participated. 

Mr. VINTON demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered, (being upon agreeing to the proposed rec- 
ommendation,) and negatived. 

Mr. WELLER, after a few observations, 
moved to lay the bill upon the table; but subse- 


quently, as the Ohio members were desirous to |) 


make some observations, he withdrew it, 


Mr. McDOWELL said that he resided in the 


southern portion of Ohio; and that the district he | 
had the honor to represent was more convenient | 
to Cincinnati than to Columbus; and that, of | 


course, his constituents preferred that the court 


|} remain at Cincinnati; and he therefore would 


suspended to enable him to offer the following |! 


resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire and report whether the 


documents and other things franked by the members of this 


House are regularly sent from this eity; and if not, what | 


disposition is made of them by the postmaster of this city, 
or olber persons into whose hands they come. 
said committee be empowered to send for persons residing 
in-this Distriet, aud not further, unless some person or per 
sons, residing therein, shall leave said District; in which 
case, such person or persons may be seut for to any other 
place or places within the United States. 

Upon the adoption of the resolution, Mr. P. 
demanded the preylous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


tion of the resolution, 
The question was taken; and the resolution was 
agreed to. 
ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. HAMMETT, on leave, presented the fol- | 


lowing resolutions of the Legislature of Missis- | 


sippi; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
Whereas, the citizens of Texas have, at various times, 
manifested a wish for the annexation of that Republie to 
the Untied States; and whereas, an enlightened policy 
would dictate that the two countries contiguous in geo 


And that | 





| cussion of this subject by the people; nor did he | 


_he could not say; and, if the members of this | 


graphical position, inhabited by a kindred people, speaking | 


a common language, producing the same staples, cherish- 
ing the same commercial interests, and animated by the 
same loyg of liberty, should not longer sustain a relation 
jhatis now separate, and may hereatter become belligerent: 
Theretore, 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Missis- 
sippi, That our Senators be instructed, and our Represent- 
atives in Congress be requested, to urge zealously and perse- 
veringly the mamcdiate and indissoluble annexation by ueaty 
of the Republic of Texas to the United States. 

Resolved, That, in the judgment of this Legislature, if 
the desired annexation should not be effected, it will be in 
compatible with the rights, interests, and tranquillity of the 
United States tor any Eyropean Power toobtain possession 
of the territory of Texe€s, or to secure a commanding influ- 
ence in her councils ; and that any such attempt should be 
considered by the United States as a sufficient cause for 
war. 

Resolved, In order that the expression of opinion may 
be general throughout the Union, that his Excellency the 
Governor of the State of Mississippi, be requested to for 
ward a copy of these resolutions to the Governors of the 
several States, wiih a request that they may be laid before 
their respective Legislatures; also, to each of our Senators 


and Representatives in Congress, and to the President of the 
Republic of Texas. 


Also, a memorial from that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. McCONNELL asked and obtained leave | 


. 


vote against the bill. But it was due to fairness 
and to justice for him to say that, if the resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Ohio, requesting her 
Representatives and instructing her Senators, was 
an indication of public opinion in the State on the 
subject, then it would seem that a majority of the 
people demanded the repeal of the law. For him- 
self, however, he had no knowledge of any dis- 


know of any expression of opinion, except that 
of the Legislature. ‘The members of that body 
may have been instructed by their constituents; 


House so considered it, then the rule that a ma- 


|| jority should govern applied; and he should bow | 
main question ordered, which was upon the adop- || 


with due deference to the will of the majority and 
the action of the House on the subject before it. 
_Mr. GIDDINGS entered into some explana- 
tions. 

Mr. SCHENCK also took part in the debate. 

The question recurred on the third reading of 
the bill; and upon this question the yeas and nays 
were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 86, 
nays 49. 

The bill was then read the third time, and 
assed. 


Mr. HALE gave notice that he should to-mor- | 


row move a reconsideration. 
FORTIFICATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. C. Jonson in the chair.) 

Mr. McKAY then moved that the committee 


take up the bill making appropriations for the 
fortifications of the United States. 


Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee re- | 
sume the consideration of the resolution of the } 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Owen] on the sub- | 


ject of Oregon. 


The question was first put on taking up the | 


fortification bill, and decided in the affirmative. 
The bill was then read. The first section, 


making an sppronsned of $40,000 for the forti- | 


fications at the outlet of Lake Champlain, being 
under consideration, 

Mr. STETSON moved to amend that section 
by substituting an appropriation of $58,308 10, 
in lieu of $40,000 reported by the Committee of 


Ways and Means, and supported the amendment | 


with some remarks. 


Mr. MceKAY and Mr. STETSON entered ino | 


some explanations in relation to this appropra- 


to present a resolution from the Legislature of || tion. 
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| Mr. HAMMETT defended the Appropriation 

The question was the ton th aon, 

q n put on the amendmen. 

but tellers were called for, and Messrs. Perro. 

and Winturop were appointed. They re ny 
ayes 37, noes 39—no quorum voting, 

@ The committee rose, and its Chairman reporte 

| that fact to the House. ted 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House adiean 
(It was now twenty-three minutes past three 
o’clock.) 

Mr.C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the ca) 
for the yeas and ways, and 28 voted in the affirm. 
ative. The negative was then put, and the 
Speaker reported the number to be 30. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there Were—yegs 
44, nays 71. ° 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE withdrew his Motion for 
_acall of the House—there being now a quorug 
/—and moved that the Elouse resolve itself jpto 

the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union. 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee 
(Mr. C. Jounson in the chair) took up for cop. 
sideration the fortification bill—the amendment 
pending being to strike out the appropriation of 
$40,000 for a fortification on Lake Champlain, 

Upon this amendment the vote was taken by 
tellers; and resulted—ayes 50, noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to amend the section 
making appropriations for the fortifications at 
Savannah, Georgia, by striking out ** $13,000,” 
and inserting ‘*$15,000;’’ and supported® the 
amendment with some remarks. 

Mr. McKAY opposed the amendment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted an amendment in- 
creasing the appropriation for Fort Jackson, 
Louisiana, from $5,000 to $10,000; and for Fort 
|| Livingston, in the same State, from $40,000 to 
‘| $55,000. 

‘| After some remarks from Mr. SLIDELL in 
support of the amendment, and from Mr, Mc- 
| KAY, in opposition to it, 

| The amendment was divided, and both prop- 
ositions were rejected. 

Mr. HARALSON offered an amendment, on 
which he said he wished to make some observa- 
tions; but, as it was now late, he moved that the 
|| committee rise. 

The vote was taken on the motion; and there 
was no quorum. 

The committee accordingly rose; and its Chair- 
man reported that fact to the House. 

The House then (at twenty minutes to five 
o'clock) adjourned. 


; 
| 


} 











The following notices of petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporter by the members presenting Uiem: 


| By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of John Kidwell and 
forty-seven others, citizens of Clarke county, Illinois, ask- 
| ing an appropriation for the continuation of the Cumberland 
| road. 
|| By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition and proof in the 
| ease of John Owens, of Pulaski county, Kentucky, asking 
| compensation for a horse lost in the United States service; 
'| which was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
; Claims, 
| By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition from the members 
| of the bar of Will county, Illinois, praying for a term of the 
| United States circuit and district courts at Chicago ; which 
| was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 
| Also, a petition from a large number of citizens of Chi- 
cago, praying for the improvement of the western lakes 
and rivers; which was reierred to the Committee on Com 
merce. 
| By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Sylvester Blish and for- 
| ty-seven others, citizens of Henry county, in the State of 
| lilinois, praying the establishment of a mail route from 
j 
| 
1 





Peoria, in Peoria county, via Mount Hotiy, Wyoming, and 

Toulon, in Stark county, Wethersfield and Geneseo, lt 

Henry county, Sharon and Crandall’s Ferry, to Fulton 

city, in Whiteside county, in said State of [linois; which 

en referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
oads. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of L. F. Whitney and 
| numerous others, citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsyl- 
| vania, praying Congress to maintain the tariff of 1842 until 

experience shall have demonstrated, by ascertained facts, 
| thata change would be for the better. 
|| By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The memorial of Hon. P. 
} 


to Evansville. 


M. Parks and one hundred and ae enn = oe 
gan county, Indiana, praying a grant of lands for the con 
| tinuation of the Wabash and Erie canat from Terre Haute 
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twenty-seven others; and the petition of 
oeeed A Rae =a sixty others, citizens of northern 
1 ying for a mail-route from Maumee City, Ohio, to 
ao Pigeon, Michigan, with a diagram of said route ; 


yhite ; 
aa was referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 


3. 
aod Post Row tition of Duncan C. Forsyth, and fifty-one || 
ars citizens of Lucas county, Ohio, praying for an ap- | 
: jation for the harbor of Maumee bay ; which was re- || 
rd to the Committee on Commerce. : j 
* Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
y ns of Berks county, Pennsylvania, representing the | 
pore rous condition of the country under the tariff of 1342, | 
and protesting against its repeal. , A 
Also, the petition of the citizens of Philadelphia, asking 
an appropriation for the repair of the shipping piers at Port 
e Delaware. 
a MeCLELLAND: The petition of Charles Mc- 
Kenzie for repayment of money paid for land erroneously || 
1] 


on ne petition of C. P. Buck and others, citizens of 1] 
Michigan, in favor of an appropriation for the construction 
ofa canal around the Falls of St. Mary. > 
Also, the petition of W.N. Stevens and others, citizens 
of Plymouth, Michigan, for a reduction of the rates of post 


ey Mr. BOYD: The memorial of Lieutenant F. W. 
arte: McIL-VAINE: The memorial of Hugh E. Steele 
and fifty three others, citizens of Chester county, Pennsyl- 
vania, yemonstrating against any change in the present 
tariff laws. : + ; ee 4 

By Mr. CLINCH: The petition of E. E. Pincham; which 
was referred to the Comnnittee of Claims. } 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The memorial of a large number of | 
citizens of Columbia county, Pennsylvania, approving the 
tariff law of 1842, and praying Congress to abstain from any 
jegislation at present upon the subject. 

Also, one of similar tenor from citizens of Luzerne coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania. - 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 20, 1844. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial || 
from certain citizens of Alexandria, setting forth 
that they are owners of vessels engaged in foreign 
trade, valued at $200,000, and representing that 
they are very much injured by the reciprocity 
treaties, and asking for their modification or term- 
ination; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, setting forth that im- 
portant benefits had been derived to the business 
of the country by the present tariff, and praying | 
that no alteration may be made in it; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial of 
the National Institute for the Promotion of Sci- 
ence and the Arts, submitting to the considera- 
tion of Congress a statement of their origin and 
progress, of their past and present condition, and 
the wants and exigencies of the institution. Mr. 
W. stated that the institute wished some aid to 
enable it in an appropriate menner to take care of | 
the public property intrusted to its charge. That | 
property consisted chiefly of curiosities belong- | 
ing to the State and War Departments, and of | 
various collections of natural history and books; | 
which have been forming, and in the charge of | 
the institution during the last four or five years. | 
Without interfering with its duty to the Govern- 
ment, the institution had gone on prosperously | 
inthe mean time to make large donations of prop- | 
erty of a similar character. The institute was | 
merely the temporary keeper of many of the arti- | 
cles, and of the others it regarded itself as trustee | 
for the Government and the public; and it had 
endeavored, and was still endeavoring, to dis- 
charge its duty faithfully in every respect in re- 
lationtothem. The memorial gave a description | 
of all the property in its possession; in fact, all | 
the information that was desirable, so as to ren- | 
der any further explanation by him unnecessary. | 
The Committee on the Library, to which he pro- 
posed to refer the memorial. would probably find | 
it expedient and proper to have it printed for the | 
information of Congress. With reference to the | 
Institution, this much was certain, without adding | 








more now, that it asked nothing for private pur- | 
poses or private emolument, being entirely will- 
ing to dedicate its labors to the cause of science | 
and literature, and the interests of the Govern- 
ment and the public; and asking only some aid to 
defray the actual expenses attendant on the dis- 


charge of such duties as it performed on public | 
account. 


_Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from the | 
citizens of the State of New York, praying for a 
reduction in the rates of postage; which was or- 
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having been already reported. 


Mr. M. said he had also a memorial from a 


number of citizens of the State of Maryland, en- 
gaged in an important branch of domestic indus- 


try. 


It was the memorial of the New York and 
Maryland Iron and Coal Company, in the county 
of Alleghany, Maryland, in which it was repre- 


sented that they had expended some $500,000 for 
the establishment of railroads and other improve- 
| ments there, with the view of entering exten- 


sively into the manufacture of iron for railroads, 


&c.; and that they would be able to manufacture 


ten thousand tons of railroad iron per annum, of 


_ equal value and quality to the foreign article, and | 
to furnish it as cheap as it could be produced from 
any quarter, if the tariff on that article was not 


reduced. Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STURGEON made some remarks in which 
he was understood to say that he had had some 
conversation with an intelligent gentleman from 
Springfield Furnace, in which that gentleman had 
represented that the irou company there was going 
largely into the manufacture of railroad iron if no 


| obstruction be presented by the repeal of the 
| tariff of duties on railroad iron. 
|| be enabled to manufacture it as good and cheap 


That they will 


as it could be procured from any other source. 
Also another fact; that some time since, owing 


| to the great pressure on the iron interests, by the 


reduction of the tariff, which greatly cheapened 
the price of iron, the iron manufacturers in Penn- 
sylvania were much injured. For instance: the 


largest one established at Danville sunk under the |. 


low rate at which iron sold—the effect consequent 
upon the reduction of the duty on the foreign ar- 
ticle. That establishment was again going on to 
manufacture iron. The great western iron works 


|in Pennsylvania had changed hands, and were 
operating with renewed energy, having recovered | 


from the effects of the pressure upon them, and 
would be enabled to supply a large portion of iron 
for railroads. They would be enabled to furnish 
it in sufficient quantity, he had no doubt, if the 
present tariff of duty on that article was not re- 
duced, to satisfy all the demands of the country. 

Mr. WOODBURY was understood to say that 
there was a bill reported from the Finance Com- 
mittee to remit entirely the duty on railroad iron. 
He presumed the memorial would be useful ref- 
erence to that bill, rather than to the proposition 
to reduce the duty on iron twenty per cent., and 
hence he was in favor of the motion to print. If 
the memorialists were to look for the gource of 
the evils in the low prices, of which they com- 
plained, they would find that it dgd not arise so 
much from the reduction of the former tariff, but 
its true source was the great improvements in the 
manufacture abroad—reducing the cost near two 
thirds from what it once was. The low prices 


were produced by an improvement in the manu- | 


facture of the article much more than from the 
lowness of the duty on the foreign fabric. 

Mr. MERRICK said the cheapness of the price 
was not so much attributable to the improvements 
in the manufacture as to the large stock then on 
hand from abroad. 

Mr. WOODBURY said it could not be expected 
that the prices would be as high, after the great 


improvements in blasting and in machinery, as 
before; for such improvements increased the ca- 
pacity to produce ata lower cost, and gave greater 


facility in the manufacture, wherever they had 
been udopted. It was vain to expect ever again 
the old high prices. 


Mr. MERRICK remarked that, he had no 
doubt that those extensive companies, which now 
proposed to furnish the railroad iron, had adopted 


all the improvements. 
Here the subject dropped. 


Mr. WALKER said he had received from the 
Governor of the State of Mississippi certain res- 
olutions, adopted with great unanimity by the 
Legislature of that State, in favor of the re-an- 


Ac- |} 


nexation of Texas to the American Union. 


companying this expression of the opinion of the 
State of Mississippi, were resolutions, unani- | 
mously adopted by the Legislature of the State | 





—— 
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py Mr. POTTER, of Ohio: The petition of William | dered to lie on the table—a bill for the purpose | tion, but would move the printing of these reso- 





lutions; and that they be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial 
from citizens of Vicksburg, Mississippi, recom- 
mending that place asa suitable site for the naval 
depot and national armory contemplated to be 
established on the western waters. ‘The memo- 
rialists regret that the commissioners who had 
been appointed to make an examination for such 
object, and had fixed upon Memphis, Tennessee, 

| had not, before doing so, been authorized to ex- 
tend their examination as far south as Vicksburg. 

| They trust that it will be done before Congress 

| determines on a suitable location for a naval ar- 
oT and depot. 

| The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAYTON presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislative Council and General Assembly of 
New Jersey, in favor of a general system of pen- 
sion laws; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
aud be printed, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, it was 


Ordered, That two petitions from Charles Morgan, pray- 
ing for the confirmation of his title to two tracts of land in 
Louisiana, be taken from the files of the Senate, and re 

| ferred to the Committtee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of the heirs of William Fisher; which was read, 
_ and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the petition of Hiram Burney upon 
the subject, reported a bill to repeal the act enti- 
tled ** An act directing the survey of the northern 
line of reservation for the half-breeds of the Sac 
and Fox tribe of Indians by the treaty of August, 
1824,’’ approved the 3d of March, 1843; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

| Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 

Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, with 
| an amendment, the bill relating to the appointment 

of assistants to the Postmaster General of the 

United States. 
| On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the Committee 
| on Military Affairs was discharged from the fur- 
_ ther consideration of the memorial of John Mc- 
| Laughlin; and it was referred to the Committee 

on Private Land Claims. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


| Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which he would ask the Senate to consider 
| some day next week: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
| the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
| the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, will adjourn their respective Houses 
sine die on Monday, the 20th of May next, at twelve o’ciock, 
noon. 


COLT’S SUBMARINE BATTERY. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Caittrenpen 
| yesterday, directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
| give facilities to Mr. Colt to complete the prepar- 
ation for testing and experimenting with ‘*Colt’s 
submarine battery,’’ was taken up and agreed to. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


| On motion of Mr. MILLER, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the bill to 
/ extend the charters of the banks in the District 
of Columbia was taken up and made the special 
_ order of the day for Wednesday next. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


The bill to grant a quantity of land for the im- 
| provement of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to 
'| connect the same by a canal, in the Territory of 
| Wisconsin, came up in order, the question pend- 
ing being on the following amendment proposed 
| by Mr. Atxen yesterday, as a substitute for the 
| bill: 

| ‘That there be, and hereby is, granted to the Territory of 
| Wisconsin, three hundred and twenty thousand acres of 


| 
| 
| 


of Alabama, in favor, also, of the restoration of |! land for purposes of internal improvement; t» be selected 


Texas to the Union; which resolutions of Ala- 
bama had been communicated to the Legislature 
of Mississippi, and cailed forth and constituted a 
He would not at this 
time enter upon the discussion of this great ques. 


part of their proceedings. 


and located in the same manner, and to be subject to the 
same lim.tauons, restrictions, and conditions, as are pre- 
scribed in the eiguth and ninth sections of the act entitled 
“An act to appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the 
| public Iauds. and to grant preémption rights,’ approved 
\\ September 4, 1841, except that the land hereby granted shall 
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not be dedueted from the five hundred thousand acres 
granted prospectively, by that act, to each new State upon 
ite admission into the Union. 

Mr. TALLMADGE spoke at some length in 
reply to the remarks of Mr. ALien of yesterday, 
maintaining thatthe brill was not liable to the many 
objections he had made to it; that it was not one 
for the benefit of speculators, but such a one as 
was desired by the people of Wisconsin, who had 
memorialized Congress upon the subject; that the 
lands had not all been entered by speculators on 
the line of the proposed improvement, but that 
only forty-six thousand acres had been entered 
long since by some sagacious men; that he did 
not hold an acre there, and had no interest in the 
success of the bill, save that which every Senator 
should feel for the success of a great national 
work; that he had not pressed the bill with hot 
haste, but had yielded, day after day, for weeks, 
to postponements, to satisfy the wishes of Sena- 
tors who desired to eXamine into its provisions, 
and obtain information from the proper Depart- 
ment as to the situation of the land on the line of 
the proposed work: that he had himself procured 
all the information which could be had, and laid 
it before the Senate; that he procured the town- 
ship plats from the Land Office, and laid them on 
the table of the Secretary for the inspection of 
Senators, which had been exhibited by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN} yesterday; that that 
Senator did not procure them;as he had been 
made to say by the report in one of the city 
papers, 

Mr. ALLEN said hig remark did not apply to 
the township plats, but to the maps of the river 
which he procured, 

Mr. TALLMADGE said that the bill, as it 
now stood, did embody the features and princi- 
ples of the original bill; that the alterations made 
by the action of the Senate were on the bill in its 
amended form—that is, that amendments which 


had been proposed by Senators on the other side || 
and adopted by the Senate, had been subsequently || 


stricken out, which left the bill as it originally 
stood, with the exception of the word * appropri- 
ation,’’ which had been substituted for the word 
**grant,’’? on the suggestion of the Senator from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Haywoop,} which did not 
at all change the principle of the bill. Tinat if it 
was not intended that the object should be de- 
feated—of improving the river and cutting the 
canal—it was necessary that the bill should be 
passed at once. 
of argument assumed by Mr. T. The reporter 
has not sufficient time to write the debate in full. ] 

Mr. ALLEN followed in reply, maintaining 
that he knew these lands would never be sold 
under this bill. He said that there were about 


six hundred and fifty thousand acres of land on | 


both sides of the line of proposed improvement, 
which would sel] at $1 25 per acre, as the law 


Wisconsin could buy those lands. But, by this 
bill, they were to be raised to $2 50 an acre, sothat 
they will have to pay for the same lands the sum 
of $1,500,000, which was the same thing as tax- 
ing them $750,000. Was the Senate aware that 
it was appropriating, by this bill, $750,000 out of 
the pockets of the people of Wisconsin, and yet 
suy they were acting as the frends of that people? 
‘That was the English, and sum total of this bill. 
It was an imposition of $750,000 as a penalty on 
the people of that Territory if they settle on 
the margin of the water courses. He would im- 
pose no such tax on that people; for it was noth- 
ing but a tax without their consent. Pass this 
bill, and a year hence would tell who were the 
friends of the ‘Territory—those who favored, or 
those who opposed, the bill. This tax was to 
be imposed on that people, just on the eve of their 
admission into the Union as a State. He re- 
peated, that the only effect of this bill would be 
to throw the public lands out of the market, for 
the sole advantage of the speculators who had 
taken up lands along these water courses, and 
who would undersell the Government to get clear 
of their land, It was a fallacious donation—a 
gilded pill, which the people of the Territory 
would not swallow; and, at their request, it would 
have to be repealed within a year of its becoming 
a law, should it now pass. It was not his pur- 
pose to inquire into the designs of those who 
originated the measure; he only spoke of the 
effects of the bill. He imputed no design; but 








[These were some of the points | 


| import of that 


justice. 


not done that, 
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such would be the effects of the measure. Not 


Senator from Pennsylvania was to make his re- 
marks on the Oregon subject, he closed what he 
had to say for the present. 


Mr. TALLMADGE made a further explana- 


tion, going to show that the bill from which the | 


Senator from Ohio had read, to sustain his argu- 


ment of yesterday, that the features and princi- | 


ples of the original bi!] had been entirely changed 
was an old bill; 
made by thecommittee had reinstated the features 
of the original bill. He adverted to the memorial 
from the Territory of Wisconsin, to show that 
the people of the Phere would prefer paying 
$2 50 for lands with this improvement, than $1 25 
without it. As to the imposition of a tax on the 
people of $750,000, all he had to say was, that 
it was the choice of the people of the Territory 
to enter into this arrangement. 


Mr. ALLEN explained the difficulty there | 


was in knowing what were the true features of 
the bill, in consequence of the many and various 
changes it had undergone. 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays | 
on Mr. ALien’s amendment; and resulted—yeas | 


11, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Fairfield, Huger, McDuffie, Semple, Tappan, and 
Wright—11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fulton, Han- 
negan, Henderson, Jarnagin, King, Mangum, Miller, Por- 
ter, Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, 
Walker, White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—28. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was passed over, informally, till to- 
morrow, 


THE OREGON QUESTION. 


On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to give notice to the British Government that it is 
the desire of the Government of the United States to annul 
and abrogate the provisions of the third article of the con- 


| vention concluded between the Government of the United 
| States of America and his Britannic Majesty the King of 


the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 20th 


| October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by the convention 


| between the same parties, signed at London the 6th August, 
1827. 


Mr. CHOATE said that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Arncuer] had just intimated to him 
that, in reference to the speech of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, as to the sentiments of the 
people of the United States against Great Britain, 
he (Mr. C.) hag overstated or gone beyond the 
enator’s observations in the re- 
marks he had made yesterday. He certainly had 
no intention of misquoting or misrepresenting 
anything that had been said; and he could not 


| have supposed that he had gone beyond the Sen- 
now stood; therefore, for $750,000, the people of | 


ator’s meaning, if it had not been intimated to him 
by his friend from Virginia that he had been re- 


| ported to have done so. In justice to himself, as 
| well as to the Senator from Pennsylvania, it was 


necessary that the matter should be corrected, 
He would examine the report of his remarks in 
the Intelligencer, and compare what he had quoted 
from the Senator’s speech with the exact words 


used by the Senator, as reported in a former num- 
' ber of the Intelligencer; and, as he proposed re- 
| vising his remarks for publication in an authentic 


form, he would undertake to state in that revision 
the Senator’s words exactly. He had great pleas- 
ure in making this explanation at the suggestion 
of his friend trom Virginia, without at all having 
had any communication with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania on the subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was glad that the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cuoats)}) had voluntarily done him this much 
He thought if he had gone further and 
stated that, in the ardor of debate, he had not 
correctly stated his (Mr. B.’s) observations, ac- 
cording to the repartin the National Intelligencer, 
he would have done better, Certainly he. had 
He (Mr. C.] said; **If he had 
done so.”? Now, it did appear to him that he 
had clearly done so; and that in the frankness 
and candor with which he had made this expla- 
nation, he ought to have gone so far as to ac- 
knowledge it. Surely, neither the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Arncuer] vor any other Senator, 


|in comparing his remarks with the Senator’s 


speech,as reported in the National Lotelli 
wishing to encroach on the hour at which the 


>| 
and that the last amendment || 

















r : 
with paragraphs quoted from his (Men 
speech, could say that the one corresponded y,. 
the other. with 
Mr. CHOATE was understood to Say that} 

would compare his own speech in the Intellio.,. 
cer with the report of the Senator’s speech and 
which he had made the extract, and, in his - 
vision, make the necessary correction. He coat 
not say how his remarks stood reported jy . 

Intelligencer, and therefore could not say whethe. 
| he was reported to have overstated the Senator 
| sentiments or not; but, if it was thus reporied 
_and he did say so, it was certainly unintentional 
| The report might be incorrect, or he might him, 
| self be incorrect in the quotation. In either cay, 
| he would, in his revisal, make the Necessary oor. 
‘rection. Beyond this he could notgo. He eoy\j 
| not, on his conscience, remember that, in statinp 
| the Senator’s sentiments, he had gone one shaq, 
or one hair’s breadth beyond what he conceive 


|, from the language itself, he was entitled to gy 


He could not suppose he would say a thing jy 
did not mean to say; and therefore, if the repor 
represented him as doing so, it must be incorreg, 
It was not impossible—indeed it was very prob. 
able—that the reporter might have been embgy. 
rassed, in Secingeeniag between what a speaker 
said in his own language, and in quoting the lap. 
guage of another. He could easily imagine how, 
in that way, a reporter might be mistaken ag ty 
what was actually said by the speaker as his 
own. He could only say that he would do per- 
fect justice to the Seriator from Pennsylvania, in 
| preparing his remarks for publication in an ay. 
thentic form. 
| Mr. BUCHANAN said there was no person iy 
| the world—no member of this Senate, more de- 
sirous of avoiding anything like such a difficulty 
than he was. He had come here this morning 
prepared to reply to the whole speech of the Sei- 
ator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Cuoare.} | 
seemed that he (Mr. C.] with every feeling, he 
had no doubt, of doing him justice, had not ye 
compared the report of his own speech in the Ne- 
tional Intelligencer with the paragraphs of his 
| (Mr. B.’s) speech. He should not, therefore, pro- 
ceed to the discussion of this question to-day— 
| at least, in reply to the remarks of that Senator, 
Allhe wanted, and all -he desired was, to be stated 
correctly in every paragraph; and not only every 
paragraph, but every sentence, word, and sylla- 
le, in regard to the question in dispute, of his 
own speech as,reported in the Intelligencer, he 
endorsed; and it certainly could not be a difficult 
matter for any person to decide, upon comparing 
the one with the other, how the matter stood, 

He would go on, however, this evening, and 
make the explanation in regard to the treaty, 
which he had promised to make; and which he 
would have made yesterday morning, but that he 
was very willing to yield the floor to the Senator 
from Massachusetts for his explanation. And he 
would be as brief as possible. 

If there was any man in this world who de- 
sired to do strict and impartial justice, not only 
to those at home, but to the British Government, 
it was himself. And the proposition which he 
had stated, and which he believed to be able to 
sustain by proof, was, that the British Govern- 
| ment, at the time when they sent Lord Ashburton 
| here to negotiate the treaty—about which, he 
trusted he should never have occasion to say al- 
other word—were in possession of a map, of such 
high authenticity, that, in the opinion of British 
statesmen, it would have settled the question &t 
issue between that Government and the United 
States, and sect it at rest for all future time. That 
they had full knowledge of the existence of this 
map, was absolutely certain—though he hoped 
the fact might not be so that the knowledge of the 
existence of this map was communicated to Lord 
Ashburton. If Lord Ashburton were to say, at 
any time, that he was not, while negotiator here, 
aware of such a map being in existence, he should 
implicitly believe his word. But before he pro- 
| ceeded to make further comments, he should a 
| leave toask the clerk to read, first, what was Sal 
‘by Sir Robert Peel, and secondly, by Lord 

Brougham, on this subject. 
| The Secretary of the Senate then read from 
| Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates the following 
| passage from Sir Robert Peel’s speech: : 
“ But there is still another map. Here, in this counuy,'? 
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eae of the late King, was deposited a map by Mit- 
he Hibent eh date 1753. That map was in the possession of 
enei of King, and it was also in the possession of the noble 
t we he did not communicate its contents to Mr. Web- | 
lord, Mt is marked by a broad red line; and on that fine is 
te < Boundary as described by our negotiator, Mr. Os- 
ered that line follows the claim of the United States, 
waid § was onan extended seale. It was in possession 
are jate King, who was particularly curious in respect to 
of tbe ical inquiries. On that map. ft repeat, is placed the 
ndary tine—that claimed by the United States—and on 
ae different places on that line, * Boundary as described 
100 wald.? Now, I do not say that that was the boundary 
bores settled by the negotiators; but nothing can be 
ultinfaltacious than founding a claim upon cotemporary 
unless you can also prove that they were adopted by 
en i tors; and, wheu the noble lord takes it for granted 
i{ we had resorted to arbitration, we should have been 
ta eto) in obtaining our claims, I cannot help thinking | 
oF ae matter would be open to much discussion. Ido not 
vaueve that that claim of the negotiators was well founded 
Moat it is a claim which the negouators intended to ratity. 
] cannot say either that the inquiries which have been in- 
stated since, Mr. Sparkes’s discovery have materially 
srrengihened my conviction either way. I think they leave | 
matters mueh as they were ; and nothing, I think, can be 
more delusive than the expectation that, if the question 
were referred to arbitration, the decision would inevitably 
pave been given in your favor in consequence of the evi- 
dence of maps, which would not be regarded as maps rec- | 
ognized by the negotiators themselves. And then, sir, with 
reference to the maps discovered subsequently to the con- | 
clusion of the negotiations conducted by Lord Ashburton. 
The noble lord opposite has stated that his predecessor in 
office had made all possible inquiry into the matter, and pos- | 
cessed all the elements of information connected with it. 
Lord Ashburton, then, had a right to draw the same con- 
clusion. He had a right to presume that he was sent 
abroad in possession of all the elements of information on 
which @ satisfactory conclusion could, be come to; and, 
therefore, the subsequent discovery of the map in Paris, | 
even if it could be positively connected with Dr. Franklin’s | 
dispatch, would be no ground for the impeachment of the 
treaty of Lord Ashburton, or for proving that he had not 
ably and honorably discharged his duties. If blame should | 
fall upon any one, it should fall upon those who have been | 
conducting these negotiations for years.”? 


Mr. BUCHANAN then forwarded to the Sec. | 
retary’s table another volume of Hansard’s De- 
bates, from which the clerk read Lord Brough- 
am’s remarks, as follows: 


“A great charge against Mr. Webster is, that he sup- 
pressed the map of Dr. Franklin in the course of the nego- 
tiation ; and this suppression has been said to savor of bad 
faith. Idenyit. 1 deny that a negotiator, in carrying on 
a controversy, as representing his own country, with a for- 
eign country, is bound to disclose to the other party what- 
everhe may know that tells against his own country, and 
fur the opposite party. I deny that he is bound, any more 
than an advocate is bound to tell the courtall that he deems 
to make against his own client and for his adversary. My 
noble friend, Lord Ashburton, has been objected to—my 
noble friend opposite has been blamed for selecting him— 
because he is not a regular bred diplomatist ; because he is 
not acquainted with diplomatic lore ; because he is a plain, 
unlettered man as regards diplomatic affairs; and because 
he had only the guide of common honesty and common 
sense, great experience of men, great general knowledge, a 
thorough acquaintance with the interests of his own coun- 
try and of the country he was sent to, for his guide in the 
matters he was to negotiate. But I believe my noble friend | 
has yet to learn this one lesson—that it is the duty of ex. 
perienced diplomatists, of regular bred politicians, of those | 
who have grown gray in the mysteries of negotiation and | 
the art of statescraft, that when you are sent to representa | 
country, and to get the best terms you can for it, to lower 
the terms of the opposite party, and to exalt the terms of | 
your own, as faras may be—you ought, first of all, to dis- 
close all the weaknesses of your own case—that your duty 
to your country is something, but that your duty is first to 
the opposite party, and that you are bound to tell every- 
thing that makes for that adverse party. ‘That is your duty ; 
that is One of those arts of diplomacy which have lain con- | 
cealed until the present year, 1843—one of those principles 
of statesmanship which it remained for the sixth of Victo- 
na to produce and promulgate, but which were assuredly | 
hot quite understood by that old French statesman, «albeit 
(rained in the diplomatic school, who said that language | 
had been conferred upon men by Providence for the purpose 
of concealing their thoughts. This was a lesson he had 
yet to learn, this regular bred diplomatist—this practiced 
negotiator. He certainly could not have thought that it was | 
his duty to place a window in his bosom, and let every one | 
se¢ what passed in his mind. | 

“ But it was the duty, it seems, of my noble friend to tell 
all, and it was equally the reciprocal duty of Mr. Webster 
todo the same It was my noble friend’s duty to disclose 
all that he had found out against the negotiation he went to 
conduct. That was the new art, the new mystery, the new 
discovery of 1843 ; but I find my honorable friend, Mr. Web- 
ster, has great authority, and that even if fe were wrong, 
he erts in excellent good company. Itdoes so happen that 
there was a map published by the King’s geographer in this 
country in the reign of His Majesty George HI., and here | 
I could appeal to an illustrious duke whom [ now see, 
whether that monarch was not as little likely to err from | 
any fullness of attachment towards America, as one | 

of his faithful subjects? [The Duke of Cambridge: Hear.) 
Because he well knows that there was no one thing which 
lis revered parent had so much at heart as the separation 

from America, and there was nothing he deplored so much 
as that separation having taken piace. ‘The King’s geog- 
rapher, Mr, Faden, published his map in 1783, which con- 
‘ains, not the British, but the American line. Why did not my 
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rienced diptomatist, both abroad and at home: he is not 
untettered, but thoroughly conversant in all the erafts of 
diplomacy and statesmanship. Why did he coneeal this 
map? We have aright to complain of that; and J. on the 
partof America, complain of that, You ongitto have sent 
out the map of Mr. Faden, and said, * this is George the 
Third’s map’ Bat it never occurred to my noble friend to 
do so. Then, two years after Mr. Faden published that 
map, another was published, and that took the British line. 
This, however, came out after the boundary had become 
matter of controversy, post litem motam. But, atall events, 
my noble friend had to contend with the force of the argu- 
nent against Mr. Webster, and America had a right to phe 
benefit of both maps. My noble friend opposite never sent 
it over, and nobody ever blamed him for it. 

But that was not all. Whatif there was another map 
containing the American line, and never corrected at ail 
by subsequent chart, coming from the same custody? And 
what if that. map came out of the custody of a person bigh 
in office in this country—nay, what if it came out of the 
custody of the highest functionary of all—ot George HT 
himself?) I know that map; I koow a map which | can 


| trace to the custody of George I1., and on which there is 


the American line and not the English line, and upon which 
there is a note, that, from the handwriting, as it has been 
described to me, makes me think it was the note of George 
III. himself: * This is the line of Mr. Oswald’s treaty in 
1783,’ written three or four times upon the face of it. Now, 
suppose this should occur—I do not Know that it has hap 

pened, but it may occur to a Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs—either to my noble friend or Lord Palmerston, who, 
I understand, by common report, takes a great interest in 
the question ; and though he may not altogether approve of 
the treaty, he may peradventure envy the success which 
attended it, for it was a success which did not attend any 
of his own American negotiations. But itis possible that 
my noble friend or Lord Palmerston may have discovered 
that there was this map, because George the Third’s library, 
by the munificence of George [V., was given to the British 
Museum, and this map must have been there; but itis a 
curious circumstance that it is no longer there. L suppose 
it must have been taken out of the British Museum for the 
purpose of being sent overto my noble friend in America ; 
and that, according to the new doctrines of diplomacy, he 
was bound to have used it when there, in order to show 
that he had no case—that he had not a leg to stand upon. 
Why did he not take it over with him? Probably he did 
not know of its existence. Lam told that it is not now in 
the British Museum, but that it is in the Foreign Office. 
Probably it was known to exist; but, somehow or other, 
that map, which entirely destroys our pretensions and gives 
all to the Americans, has been removed from the British 
Museum, and is now to be found at the Foreign Office. 
Explain it as you will, that is the simple fact, that this im- 
portant map was removed from the museum to the office, 
and not in the time of my noble friend, [Lord Aberdeen.’’} 


Mr. BUCHANAN. A very few observations 
would suffice to make good the first allegation; 
and that was, that the British Government, at the 
time of the mission of Lord Ashburton, were in 
possession of a map of such high authority, of 


the claims of America to the disputed territory 
beyond all contention. 
for two or three moments to the nature and char- 
acter of this map. 

Richard Oswald was the negotiator of the pro- 
visional article of peace, signed at Paris on the 
30th of November, 1782. 
provisional article with the adopted treaty, and 


ble, and letter for letter, the same; so that the 


the provisional treaty on the 30th of November, 
1782. 
3d December, 1783, was but a copy. Mr. Oswald 
was not the negotiator of the treaty of 1783; but 
it was negotiated by Mr. David Hartley. 

it was perfectly well known from history that 
George IIL. considered the provinces of the Uni- 
ted States as the most precious jewel of his crown. 
He adhered to them with the grasp of fate; and 


pendence, George II}. still persisted in carrying 
on the war, hoping against hope that he would 
ultimately be able to subdue the country. 
took the deepest and most lively interest in the 


solutely certain—that, when Richard Oswald 


ica???’ 


Johnson. 





friend take overa copy of thatmmap? My nobdie friend 
opposite [Lord Aberdeen) is a candid man ; he is an expe- 


| . - 5 
| characteristic and honorable. 


such commanding influence, that it would, ac- | 
cording to the language of Lord Brougham, settle 


Now, he would advert | 


He had compared the | 
they were, word for word, and syllable for sylla- | 
boundaries of the United States were fixed by | 


The article contained in the treaty of the | 


even when Lord North was willing to close the | 
revolutionary war, and grant this country inde- | 


He | 
question; and was it not probable—was it not ab- 


returned from Paris to London, the firstand most | 
| anxious inquiry of his Majesty was, ‘* where is | 
the boundary line of my dominions in Amer- 


George III., as history represented him, wasa | 
man probably of narrow prejudices, to a certain 
extent, but of sound judgment, and personally a 
sovereign of incorruptible integrity. Those best | 
calculated to judge of his abilities had spoken of | t 
them in the highest terms. Mr. B. referred toan || Commons and the House of Lords, it was stated, 
| interview between him, Mr. Wesley, and Dr. 
| When Mr. Adams, our first minister, 
was introduced to George III., his reply was | 
He said: * 1 have || possession, and whieh that Senator had kindly 
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been the last man in my dominions to aecede to 
the peace which separates the United States from 
my kingdom. IT will be the first man, now that 
itis made, to resist any attempt to infringe upon 
it.” In the library of that monarch we find a 
map; and a map marked according to the testi- 
mouy of both Sir Robert Peel and Mr. Brougham, 
so as to give to the Americans all that they 
claimed. 

On this map was marked, in four different 
places, not ** the boundary line of Mr. Oswald’s 
treaty ;’’ not of “the treaty of peace between the 
two countries;” but “the boundary as described 
by Mr. Oswald.”? Was it not conclusive? Was it 
not convineme, either that Oswald himself had 
described this boundary, or that the boundary 
was described by some person under his diree- 
tion? 

It was stated by Lord Brougham, from all the 
information he had reecived, that this sentence, 
four times marked alone the line, was in the hand 








writing of George Ill. himself. Here was the 
highest and most conclusive evidence; here waa 


the sovereign who had had wrested from him the 
whole territory of the United States, acknowl- 
edging, himself, that the boundary line described 
by Oswald was the boundary between his North 
American provinces and the United States; and 
that the description embraced the whole claim of 
the United States. A decument of this kind was 
absolutely conclusive. It was but a matter of 
history now, to be sure—nothing more; it could 
do neither good nor harm. But*Sir Robert Peel 
himself, in this speech of his, declared, after de- 
scribing the map, that, ‘* indeed, he did not be- 
lieve the claim of the Government of Gress Brit- 
ain was well-founded; that it was a claim which 
the negotiators intended to ratify.”’ 

Sir Robert Peel could do no more than make 
this acknowledgment, after the high testimony 
which he had presented to the House of Commons. 
How was this map removed from the library of 
George II1.? We were told that it was given by his 
son and successor (George LV.) to the British Mu- 
seum; and it was traced from the British Museum 
to the Foreign Office at the time Lord Palmerston 
was Secretary of Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. B. thought it was intimated by his friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Rives] that there was no 
proof to show that the present Ministry of Eng- 
land knew anything of the existence of this map, 
Was that possible? Transferred from the British 
Museum, where it was public, where the eye of 
some American might be fixed upon it; transferred 
|| to the archives of the Foreign Office at the time 
| Lord Palmerston was Secretary of Foreign Af 
fairs; and yet that the successor of Lord Palmer- 
|; ston should not have known of its existence? 
Why, it was the most important object in rela- 
tion to the treaty in existence, on the face of the 
earth; and if Lord Palmerston had had that doc- 
ument removed from the archives of the Foreign 
Office, it would have been stated in this speech of 
Sir Robert Peel that such a map had never come 
to his knowledge or to the knowledge of the pres- 
ent British Minister. He speaks of it throughout 
asa thing perfectly well known. 

It was highly probable—nay, almost certain— 
that this map found in the library of George IIT. 
was the very map from which Mr. Faden, the 
royal geographer, drew his map of 1783, alluded 
to by Mr. Peel. 

** But there is still another map. Here, in this country 
—in the library of the tate King, was deposited a map, by 
|| Mitehell, of the date of 1753; that map was in the posses- 
| sion of the late King, and it was also in the possession of 
the noble lord ; but he did not communicate its contents to 
Mr. Webster.” 

That ‘‘noble lord’? was Lord Palmerston, and 
not Lord Ashburton. He (Mr. B.) made this 
correction with extreme pleasure. Whether it 
would be of any service or not, would appear 
hereafter. Sir Robert Peel continued: 

*¢It is marked by a broad red line; and on that line 
is written ‘boundary, as described by our negotiator, Mr. 

Oswald,’ and that line follows the claim of the United 
|| States. That map was on an extended scale. It was in 
possession of the late King, who was particularly curious 
in respect to geographical inquiries.”? 


In the face of all that passed in the House of . 


| 


' 


by some anonymous person, in a note to which 
-| the honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Rives} 
had adverted, at the close of a pamphiet in his 
























































Vs 


et inet glen ncgding eo 30 OR at sn at ati ‘ wbyred 
















, ee 
5 
ae nai awd 



















422 





given him—that ** we have authority for stating 
that Lord Aberdeen has said that he was not 
personally aware of the existence of this map 
until after the conclusion of treaty; and Lord 
Ashburton was equall ignorant of it tll his re- 
turn to England.”” This was said by whom? 
Had Lord Ashburton said so himself? Had he 
ever communicated the fact to any one? Had 
the House of Commons, or any person there, 

retended to dispute the fact that the map was 
in the archives of the Foreign Office when Lord 
Aberdeen and Sir Robert Peel came into power? 
It was impossible that such an important docu- 
ument could have escaped the notice of Lord 
Aberdeen for more thana year. Lord Aberdeen 
had never said so himself; and the time to make 
the declaration would have been when the debate 
was proceeding in Parliament;and when Sir Rob- 
ert Peel himself acknowledged that the British 
Government had no right to the claim which it 
had set up. It might be that Lord Ashburton 
was ignorant of the existence of this map. It 
was possible, but it was scarcely within the lim- 
its of the most remote probability. But this same 
anonymous author (it was not known who he 
was) says, in a note to this declaration of Sir 
Robert Peel, that in another report of the debate, 
Sir Robert Peel did not say that ‘he did not 
believe the claim of Great Britain was well found- 
ed,’’ &c. 

On the other page there was a material differ- 
ence. Instead of saying the British claim was 
**not well founded,’’ he says ‘it was well 
founded.”’ 

But was this note of an anonymous author to 
be compared with the reports of the debate, pub- 
lished in Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates? It 
was fora man having no responsibility to make 
any assertion he pleased; and it was for that rea- 
son he wished to do justice to all parties, that he 
had refused to make any explanation, until he 
saw these reports of the debate. He did not know 
thatthey were corrected. He supposed they were; 
but the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Rives] pro- 
bably knew. ThatSenator, acting on hisown high 
sense of honor, had declared that no epithet of 
language would be strong enough to express the 
infamy which must attach itself toa Government 
which could conduct its high diplomatic inter- 
course in such a manner. _ 

Lord Aberdeen was sitting by Lord Brougham, 
when he made his speech, and was appealed to 
more than once by Lord Brougham. He agreed 
with the Senator from Virginia as to the immo- 
rality of such a transaction; but he did not think 
that it deserved such severe censure; and there- 
fore he had stated the simple fact as he understood 
it; and made use of no epithet whatever to char- 
acterize it. He left it to the Senate to draw their 
own conclusions; but did not the Senator [Mr, 
Rives] perceive that this severe term—if it were 
true that Great Britain was in possession of this 
map—applied now to that Government?—that he 
had been casting the strongest censure upon them? | 
He agreed with the Senator from Virginia, that 
diplomacy in modern times was much fairer than 
it was in ancient times. He did not agree with 
Lord Brougham in the opinion advanced by that 
statesman—that it was not immoral in any Gov- 
ernment having conclusive evidence in their pos- 
session that their claim was unjust, to prosecute 
that claim to the very pointof applying the match | 

tothe cannon. According to this system of di- 
plomacy, the negotiator stood precisely in the 
condition of a lawyer towards his client. The 
negotiator is bound in no case to show his hand. 
He expressly stated—and a most eccentric gen- | 
tleman Lord Brougham was—that he denied that | 
the negotiator, in carrying on a correspondence 
with a foreign country, was more bound to dis- 
close to the other party whatever he might know 
against the claim of his own Government, than 
an advocate at the bar was to disclose anything 
that would make his case appear in a bad light. 
Now, in the opinion of Lord Brougham, if Lord | 
Ashburton had had this map in his pocket, he 
would have been obliged to conceal it, as a law- | 
yer would be obliged to conceal unfavorable tes- | 
timony; and while he agreed with the Senator 
from Virginia in condemning the concealment of | 
such evidence, yet, according to Lord Brougham, | 
it was perfectly justifiable, and it would be absurd | 
to make the fact known. He should not repeat | 
what that statesman had said upon the subject, 
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because ithad already been read. Lord Brougham 
came outas strong as Sir Robert Peel, and admits 
that a production of this map would have ended 
all controversy in future, on the subject of this 
claim. Was Lord Ashburton acquainted with 
the existence of this map? That he was not the 
‘*noble lord ’’ referred to by Sir Robert Peel, he 
freely and frankly admitted; but would it not re- 
quire a mantle of charity broader than ever was 
bestowed upon any man, to believe that the Brit- 


ish Government, being in possession of thismap— || 


the map itself being in the Foreign Office—would 
(contrary to the opinions of Sir Robert Peel and 
Lord Brougham) send Lord Ashburton here, en- 
tirely ignorant of its existence? that they would 
have sent him here without a copy of the map? 
The original, he supposed, was so precious that 
it would not have been permitted to be taken from 
the Foreign Office. The thing was possible. Lord 
Ashburton’s character might have been so high 
that they were afraid to trust a man of his honor 
with a knowledge of the fact. He believed, from 
what he knew of Lord Ashburton, that he was a 
man of the highest character,and might have acted 
according to the mode indicated by the Senator 
from Virginia—that was, exhibited his testimony. 
It would have satisfied his own conscience that 
-he British had no title to the territory in dispute. 
It was possible Lord Ashburton was ignorant of 
the fact. He hoped it was so; and if ever it 
should appear to be so, nay, if Lord Ashburton 
himself should ever declare it to be so, he would 
rise instantly in his place in this Senate, take his 
own word for it, and do him most ample justice. 
In the mean time, he declared most solemnly that 
he hoped it was so. 

There was a sentence, however, in Sir Robert 
Peel’s speech which says that Lord Ashburton 


‘**had a right to presume that he was sent abroad | 


in possession of all the elements of information 


on which a satisfactory conclusion could be come | 
to, and therefore the subsequent discovery of the | 


map in Paris, even if it could be positively con- 
nected with Dr. Franklin’s dispatch, would be no 
ground for the impeachment of the treaty of Lord 
Ashburton, or for proving that he has not ably 
discharged his duties. ’’ 

Now. Lord Ashburton was present—he pre- 
sumed he was--in the House 

Mr. RIVES and other Senators said the Sen- 





ator from Pennsylvania was mistaken. Lord Ash- | 


burton was not present at the debate. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Itmade no difference. He 


undoubtedly saw the debate in the papers next | 


morning; if he were not present on the evening of 
the debate, perhaps he was the first man who ex- 
amined it. If the British Government had sent 
him abroad, ignorant of the existence of this most 
important document, and imposed upon him the 
difficulty of making this treaty, would he not have 
declared at once his ignorance of its existence ? 
Would it not have concerned his honor to make 
this declaration to the whole world? He was 
afraid, however, that his lordship entertained the 
same views with regard to the duties of a negoti- 
ator as were entertained by Sir Robert Peel in the 
House of Commons and Lord Brougham in the 
House of Lords—that it was not the duty of a 
minister to produce any evidence weighing against 
the title of his Government, however unfounded 
that title might be; and it was for this reason that 
he had studiously avoided applying any epithets. 


He had presented nothing more than facts to the | 


Senate. It appeared to him a very strange dis- 


cussion in the Senate of the United States, and 


pensable to him to make this explanation. If the 
Senator from Virginia could convince the Senate 
that Lord Ashburton was ignorant of the exist- 





instead of making the correction promisea . 

Senator tried to sustain the charge by thew 

the negative proof on Lord Ashburton himeeit 

The Senator merely argued that this map bein, 
_in possession of the British Government, it .° 

almost impossible that it would not be oot 

cated to Lord Ashburton—coming here to pe, 
| the matter by treaty. He assumes a Possibility 
| or probability, and throws the proof negative) . 
on the person so charged. y 
Mr. R. referred to the report of the Se 
speech in the Intelligencer, and quoted pa 
from it, alleging that Lord Ashburton had jn his 
_ pocket a copy of the map, found in the library o 

George III., at the very tiie he was negotiaiins 
for a territory he must have known he was po, 
entitled to claim. Mr. R. also dwelt on the Sep. 
| ator’s reliance upon statements made by Lora 
|| Brougham, without considering the spirit and ip. 
|| tention with which they were made, or the cir. 
| cumstances that gave rise to them. The spirit of 
| the whole debate in both the House of Commons 
| and House of Lords, showed that it was to coun. 

teract Lord Palmerston’s arraignment of §j, 
| Robert Peel for letting himself be overreached } 
| Mr. Webster, that the retort was thrown od 
' upon Lord Palmerston, that he himself had, when 
|in office, acted as Mr. Webster was alleged to 
| have acted in reference to the map found by Mr. 
Sparks in Paris. The conduct of Mr. Webster 
| had been held up as an evidence of bad faith, 
| before the House of Commons and the world, in 
| not having produced the map found in Paris b 
| Mr. Sparks; and the object of Sir Robert Peel in 
| the House of Commons, and of Lord Brougham 
'|in the Mouse of Lords, was to show that the 

charge of bad faith (if there was any in matters 
| of such diplomacy) was as applicable to one side 
as to the other. 

Mr. R. then proceeded to show that the whole 
tenor of Lord Brougham’s remarks was ironical; 
his design being to bring home to the door of 
Lord Palmerston, the accuser of Mr. Webster, 
the fact that he had been guilty of the very same 
thing that he charged upon Mr. Webster. The 
drift and spirit of Lord Brougham’s argument 
_ went to show that the removal of the map to the 
_ Foreign Office was not in the time of Lord Aber- 

deen’s being in office, but during the time Lord 
| Palmerston himself was in office. 
| He was surprised that the Senator from Penn- 
| sylvania, finding the debates did not sustain his 
| charge, had not frankly avowed his mistake; and 
he was still more surprised to find that, after the 
|| Senator had himself produced evidence that his 
| charge could not be maintained by the source he 
| made it from, he should throw the negative proof 
| on Lord Ashburton, of denying that he had any 
| knowledge or possession of such a map. 
|| He was not the sponsor of Lord Ashburton. 
|| He stood up as the vindicator of the dignity and 
| generosity of the Senate in relation to what ema- 
|| nated from it, touching a distinguished function- 
|| ary of another Government, who had, during the 
term of his diplomacy here, as well as upon all 
|| suitable occasions elsewhere, shown himself to 
| be entitled to the utmost courtesy and respect. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania, however, 

| seemed to consider the conclusion inevitable, that 

|| the British Government being in possession of the 
|| map found in the library of George III., it was im- 
|| possible Lord Ashburton could have been senthere 
| to negotiate a treaty, in relation to which that map 
_ would be conclusive, without being made ac- 
quainted with the fact, and being furnished with 


Nator’s 








| was plain to every one, that important documents 
might be in the archives of our Departments here, 
without the fact of their existence being known 


he was very sorry for it; but it appeared indis- | the map itself, or, at least, a copy of it. Nowit 
|} 


ence of thie map, he was not aware that it would | to persons coming into office, or being considered 


afford any man more pleasure than himself to 
acknowledge it. 

Mr. RIVES understood the Senator to say the | 
other day, that having made a charge implicating | 
the character of Lord Ashburton, he would ex- | 
amine the authenticated report of the debates in | 


pemements and if he found the charge unfounded, || 


e would make the necessary correction. But | 
what was now the fact? After examining and | 
producing to the Senate the authentic report of | 
the debates, and having failed to establish the | 
charge; having, in fact, shown that there was | 
not the slightest proof that Lord Ashburton had | 


necessary towards effecting an object which was 


to be attained on other grounds than documen- 
‘tary evidence. ‘The negotiation for the treaty of 
| Washington did not turn upon a strict adherence 
to the long-disputed positions taken by the two 


| Governments as to the line intended by the treaty 
It was understood to be a matter of 


of 1783. D 
‘compromise, and that experience had shown it 
| could be settled in no other way. _ ; 

Mr. R. here entered into some minute details, 
| showing the particular points which the negotia- 
_ tors considered most important to settle. From all 
he had read and heard of the map found in the 


| 
| 
} 


' any knowledge, much less possession of the map, || library of George LII., he felt convinced it was 
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r to Mr. Jay’s map; and he proceeded to | speech a was not Lord Ashburton, but 

|| Lord Palmerston. What more could the Senator 
\| from Virginia desire? He had stated it twice. 
|| Any one would have supposed the allusion was 





simila ae : 

t the only point it proved for the claim 
show ‘Tnited States was that of the highlands. 
And with regard to other points of the bound- 


ary line, it told as much for as against Great || to Lord Ashburton. He had never seen the of- 
Britain. , | ficial debates until the other evening; and when 

jt would give more territory east (south and || he had read them, he at once came forward to do 
north of the St. John’s) to Great Britain than the || justice to Lord Ashburton in this particular. The 


hole of the territory surrendered to her by the 
eat of Washington. But, in reference to the 
map 80 much talked of, did not Sir Robert Peel, 


|| Senator from Virginia, however, complained that | 
|| he argued upon the probability that Lord Ash- | 
|| burton must have known of the existence of this 


| believed Lord Ashburton did not know of its ex- 
| istence. ‘To suppose he did not, was to suppose the 


was to be placed on any map as 


at no reliance 1 
th line, unless it could be 


evidence of the boundar 


yed that it was the identical map made use of 
Ey the negotiators who agreed upon the boundary |, 
ao 
ae denied that there was the slightest proof 
that the map found in the library of George III. 
was the map which had been used by the nego- 
tiators who had fixed upon the boundary line of | 
1183. He also denied that there had been ad- | 
duced the slightest proof that the map was known | 
to, or in possession of, Lord Ashburton, at the 
time he was carrying on the negotiation for the 
treaty of Washington. Gentlemen on the other || 
side had contended that there was; but they had || 
utterly failed in the evidence they relied pon; for | 
when that evidence came up, and was candidly | 
examined, it was found to bear no such inference || 
as they had Ey | 

Mr. BUCHANAN was really desirous of be- 
ing done with this business; and he should say 
but very few words about the Ashburton or 
Washington treaty. As to its merits or demer- 
its, he had already said all he ever intended to 
say. His vote against it, and his speech on the | 
occasion, were before the world, and he was | 
willing to stand the test before that tribunal. 

Whether this map, found in the library of || 
George III., was identical with the map of Mr. || 
Jay, itwas impossible for him tosay. The Sen- || 
ator from Virginia was, he believed, as ignorant | 
as himself as to what that map really was. He | 
discussed it on the supposed knowledge of an 
identity between these maps, of which there was 
no proof. Now, what he had set out with, he 
had conclusively established, and that was, that 
the British Government were in possession of a 
map which, according to the acknowledgment of 
Sir Robert Peel, gave the United States all they 
claimed, and he presumed he knew what the 
United States did claim. There was also the dee- 
laration of Lord Brougham, that this map did 
not leave the British Government a leg to stand 
upon; and that it could have completely settled 
all questions in dispute in favor of the American 
claims. The Senator from Virginia had attempted 
to conclude—with what success he would leave to 
the Senate—from notes of an anonymous writer, || 
that Lord Aberdeen had said to somebody, that | 
neither he nor Lord Ashburton knew of the ex- 
istence of that map; and he (Mr. R.] asked him 
(Mr. B.) if he were Secretary of State, would he 
be bound to know all the maps laid away in the | 
lumber room of the State Department? | 





In an- |) 
swer to that, he would say, thatif he were nego- | 
tiating a treaty, it could not be supposed he would 
remain entirely ignorant of a map coming from | 
the library of George III., with the authority of || 
two distinguished statesmen, that it settled the || 
dispute, and gave conclusive proof of the truth || 
and justice of the matter to be adjusted. It might || 
be so; but that there was the least probability | 
that Lord Ashburton could be ignorant that this || 
map was in existence when preparing to come || 
to this country, with all necessary documents, I 
ve question hardly admitting of rational be- } 
lef, 
The Senator from Virginia had said that he was || 
disappointed, that he (Mr. B.) had not, with his | 
accustomed frankness, acknowledged that his | 
charge was not sustained by the debates he de- | 
pended upon as proof. Now, he had fully estab- | 
lished, by reference tothe accredited report of the 

debates in Parliament, everything he had stated, 
to the full extent of what he believed to be the 
truth; and if, in the conclusions he had drawn, he 
had used an expression unauthorized, he had 
shown himself ready to correct it. He had said, 





British ministry sent him abroad to make a treaty, 
without furnishing him with the most important 
documents for making the treaty; and, in the 
face of this presumption, we hear both Sir Rob- 
ert Peel and Lord Brougham—one on the floor of 


| the House of Commons, and the other on the floor 
of the House of Lords—ridicule the idea that there | 


would have been any want of morality in con- 
cealing from another Government evidence of this 
kind. Lord Brougham turns into contempt any 
other policy in diplomacy but that which should 
govern a lawyer towards his client. 

The Senator from Virginia and himself agreed 
that this was wrong and immoral. But on the 
floor of both Houses of Parliament the doctrine 
had been maintained. It was solemnly stated in the 
one that no such obligation was imposed on a 
negotiator as to disclose facts in his possession; 
while the idea of such a disclosure was ridiculed 
in the other. 

He did not know whether Lord Ashburton 
would have felt himself bound to conceal this 
map, acting on the principle avowed by Sir Rob- 
ert Peel and Lord Brougham; but from what he 
knew of him personally, and by character, he had 
so much regard for his word, that notwithstand- 
ing the testimony is almost conclusive against 
him on this point, if Lord Ashburton shall say 


| when he was negotiator here, he would at once 


give freely his faith and belief to what he should 
say. 


y 
Mr. RIVES had only 


position in which he had placed himself, he was 


| content to let the matter rest there. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespayr, March 20, 1844. 
Mr. SMITH, of Hlinois, obtained permission 


_ to lay before the House the memorial and reso- 





| 


| he had not possession or knowledge of this map, | 


to say, that, if the Sen- | 
; ator from Pennsylvania was satisfied with the | 


Mr. SEMPLE did not rise to make a speech, | j 
|| which the House yesterday passed to its third 


| but to suggest that such disposition of this reso- 
| lution be made, as for the present, would not ren- 


der it necessary to take a test vote, either on the 


uestion of reference to the Committee on Foreign | | ) 
|, sent to the reconsideration, to give the oppor- 


elations or to lay it on the table. He proposed 
to move to postpone the further consideration of 


this debate had exhausted itself; and he now rose 
to give notice that he would, on the first oppor- 


| tunity, move to lay it on the table. 


Mr. ARCHER said, in courtesy, it was due to 


the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Sempte,] if he 


wished, that he should have an opportunity, as 
the mover of the resolution, of making a conclud- 
ing speech. 

Mr. SEMPLE said he was willing to take the 
vote now, as there was no desire to postpone it. 


Mr. SEVIER observed that he had a few re- || 


marks to make; and he-hoped the subject would 


be passed over till to-morrow, to give him an op- || 


portunity of making his remarks. 

Mr. ALLEN urged that it was due to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Bucuanan] to give 
him an opportunity of replying to what had been 
said in reference to his views by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. ARCHER was quite disposed to extend 
every courtesy on this subject required. 

Mr. SEVIER said he would waive his inten- 


tion of making any remarks if it was desired to | 


take the vote. 


Mr. SEMPLE moved to postpone the subject | 


to the second Monday in April. 
This motion was decided in the negative. 
After some informal conversation, 
Mr. BUCHANAN requested the subject would 
be passed over till to-morrow; which was agreed 


in express terms, that * the noble lord,”’ who it || to. 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate then 


was universally believed in this country was | 
Lord Ashburton, alluded to in the parliamentary 


t adjourned. 


the subject till the second Monday in April, if || 
_ there was no objection to that course. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN stated that he had hoped | 


i} 


| 


lutions of the General Assembly of the State of 
Illinois, praying Congress to pass a permanent 
preémpuion law, which will protect the settler, 
for a term of years, in the occupancy of any un- 


| appropriated Government lands on which he may 
t have settled and made.an improvement. 
in the very speech quoted by the Senator, say || map. He wished to Heaven he could state that he \| 


Also, a law graduating the price of the public 
lands to the actual settler, and making no invid- 
ious distinction between alien and native-born 
citizens, so far as procuring a home in our coun- 
try and interest in our soil is concerned. It was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, to which was referred a bill 
on the same subject. 

Also, a memorial of the General Assembly of 
the State of Illinois, asking Congress to grant to 
said State the alternate sections of land for six 
miles on either side of the Northern Cross rail- 
road, for the sole purpose of completing said road; 
and that, in all cases where the lands through 
which said railroad passes have been heretofore 
entered, the Governor of the State of Illinois be 


| authorized to make the selection of an equal num- 


ber of acres from the vacant lands within the 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 


> Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. COBB obtained permission to give notice 

of his intention to ask leave to introduce a bill to 
| fix the salary of the marshal of the State of Geor- 
| gia. 
° Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice that he 
should, on to-morrow, ask leave to bring ina bill 
for an act reorganizing the United States district 
and circuit courts for the State of Llinois, 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CRANSTON, on leave, introduced a bill: 
| providing for the construction of a military road 
from Fort Adams to Newport, Rhode Island; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


COURTS IN OHIO. 
Mr. SAUNDERS reminded the House that a 


motion was pending to reconsider the vote by 


reading the bill in relation to the district courts 
| of the State of Ohio; and he was now authorized 
to state that the delegation from Ohio would as- 


tunity to move an amendment, by way of pro- 
viso, to prevent the bill taking effect before the 
Ist of August next. 

The question was taken, and the vote was 
| reconsidered. 


| After a conversation, in which Messrs. POT- 


|| TER, SAUNDERS, MOORE, SCHENCK, 


| and others, took part, the bill was amended, on 
| the suggestion of Mr. SCHENCK, so as to pre- 
| vent the operation of the bill until after the July 
| term, So that that term might be held at Cincin- 


nati. 


| 


‘| The bill was then passed to a third reading; 


_and on that question 
| Mr. DUNCAN raised some objections to the 
| bill. 

Mr. SCHENCK likewise addressed the House 
on the objects of the bill. 


'| Mr. DROMGOOLE said it appeared evident 


| to him that this debate would be protracted dur- 


| ing the entire day, to the exclusion of other busi- 


| | 


'| ness; he felt compelled, therefore, to move the 


|| previous question. 

|| The question being taken, by tellers, it was 
|| decided in the affirmative—ayes eighty-six, noes 
|; not counted, 

So the previous question was seconded, __ 

The main question was then ordered; being 
upon the engrossment of the amendment, and the 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. DUNCAN inquired whether the question 
upon the engrossment of the amendment, and the 
|| third reading of the bill, was to be considered as 
| one question only, requiring but one vote? 
|| The SPEAKER replied affirmatively. 
|| Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays; 
\} but withdrew the call. 





| 
| 
| 
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Mr. POTTER, of Ohio, renewed the call. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 








The question being taken, resulted—yeas 92, 


nays 62. ; 4 
The bill was then read the third time, and 
assed. 


Mr. SIMONS moved a reconsideration of the || 


vote on P 
holding t 
the district of Ohio. 


assing the bill to change the place of 


THE CONG 


j 


é district court of the United States for || 


Mr. VANCE objected that the motion was not | 
in order, the bi!l having already been reconsidered; | 


and after some remarks from Messrs. DROM- 
GOOLE, HOPKINS, and DUNCAN, 

The SPEAKER stated that the reconsideration 
was not in order, because the vote on the passage 
of the bill had already been reconsidered. 

Mr. DUNCAN appealed from the decision of 
the Chair; and the appeal was debated by Messrs. 
DUNCAN, WHITE, DROMGOOLE, WIN- 
THROP, and VINTON. 

The SPEAKER again stated his decision, and 
gave his reasons at length in reply to Mr. 
Wuirs. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON next obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHITE claimed to be entitled to the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 
from Tennessee had been recognized by the Chair. 


Mr. WHITE still persisted in asserting that | 


he was entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has been recognized, and therefore the 
gentleman from Kentucky is not entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. WHITE insisted that he was. 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman from 
Kentucky to order. 

Some conversation and mutual explanations 
followed between the SPEAKER and Mr. 
WHITE, 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said it was well known how | 


this matter would terminate; and therefore he || 


moved to lay the whole subject on the table. He, 


however, withdrew that motion, that Mr. Wuire | 


might make further explanation. 
r. C. JOHNSON then renewed his motion 
to lay the appeal on the table. 
Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered—only twenty votung 
therefor. 


demand for the yeas and nays; and Messrs. Mc- 
Crernanpand Wintnror were appointed. They 
reported thirty-nine in the affirmative 

he yeas and nays were therefore ordered. 


Mr. DUNCAN inquired whether the motion to 


la 
of bieposiug of the motion for reconsideration, as 
well as that of the appeal? 

The SPEAKER replied affirmatively. 

Mr. DUNCAN said if such was the decision 


| proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 


ie 


of the Chair, he would take an appeal from that | 


decision. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and re- 
sulted—yeas 80, nays 85. 

The appeal! was not Jaid upon the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN said it was with very great re- 
luctance that he found himself compelled to dis- 
agree with the Chair; but from the most careful 


exaination, he could arrive at no other conclu- | 


sion than that the Chair was in error. If it were 
a matter of expediency only, he would cheerfully 
defer his own judgment to that of the Presiding 
Officer; but involving, as it did, an important prin- 


ciple, he felt compelled to oppose the decision of , 


the Chair. 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired whether it would 
be in order to move to lay the question of appeal, 
the reconsideration of the bill, and the whole sub- 
ject upon the table? Being answered that it would 
not be in order, Mr. ‘'T. moved the previous ques- 
tion upon the pending motion, viz: ** Shall the 
opinion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House ?’’ 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. SAMPLE called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resalted— 
yeas 73, nays 73 

The SPEAKER voted in the affirmative. 

So the judgment of the Chair was affirmed as 
the judgment of the House. 


_ matter,and he trusted the Chair would reconsider 


|| be misunderstood. 


| from the speeches of Mr. Van Buren, to show 


| and the Dry Tortugas. 
Tellers were called for, and appointed on the 


| by law. 
the appeal on the table would have the effect | 


| those works; which materials were never used, 


-amendment which was now proposed. Every 


‘ proceeded to notice the remarks of Mr. C. B. 


ONAL GLOBE 


RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 


March 29, 


Mr. HAMLIN moved to amend th 


‘ 
e 
ee 





e bill 


The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- || 84ding at the end an appropriation for the for? 
"ness in order was the resolution reported by the || Cations at Portland harbor; but, after some eos, 
| select committee on the Rhode Island memorial, || Versation with Mr. McKay, in whieh he WAS in. 
‘on which the gentleman from New York {Mr. || formed that the bill contained an &PPropriatiog 


STETSON] had the floor. 
Mr. SPETSON commenced his remarks in 
| rather a low tone, and the position of the reporter 


for that object, withdrew the motion. 
The bill was then laid aside to be reported 


SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONs, 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON 
tee took up the bill from the Senate Providing fop 
remounting the second regiment of dragoons. 
which being read, . 


| being such that he cannot see, nor well hear the 

| gentleman, the first part of them were lost. 

| When heard, he was commenting on the remarks 
of the gentleman from ae 7 C. B. | 
Smiru,] on the subject of Mr. Van Buren’s votes 3 } 
in the Kew York saaventions and he intimated Mr. HALE moved to amend it by inserting g 
that that gentleman had only partially quoted || Provision that ‘all acts and parts of acts for rais. 
Mr. Van Buren. He referred the gentleman more | _ the wnelh aor be, and the 
varticularly to pages 168, 182, 314, 324, and 326 || S2me are heredvy, repe sees te 
of the Senal of She convention, and proceeded Mr. HALE stated that the Florida war, whieh 
to read extracts to show what was in reality Mr. || W88 the immediate occasion for the creation of 
Van Buren’s course. He quoted, also, the Fed- a penioent, Reng aneens there was no neces. 
eral propositions in convention, which Mr. Van : : 
Sonn cade which it was necessary should a aR mee mncernend to decide 
be kt ‘ en’s vot i o ‘ ‘ 

e known that Mr _ a - be condi by we Mr. HARALSON moved that the bill be laid 
| Clerk an extract of a letter, written by Mr. Van || aside to be reported to the House. 
Buren to a committee of mechanics of Rhode Isl- Mr. PARMENTER approved of the motion, 
and, on the subject of universal suffrage; and in- and suggested that the House take up another of 
sisted that Mr. Van Buren’s course in New York wad SPOPEREIA bills, the title of which was not 
had most materially aided in extending the fran- || "@@F¢- ‘ 
chise to seventy five thousand persons. He then Mr. McKAY hoped the committee would not 
| lay the bill aside to be reported; and he proceeded 
| to give some statements of the additional ex. 
pense that would be incurred by remounting these 
| dragoons The additional expense which a reg- 

iment of dragoons would cost per annum over a 
regiment of infantry, was very considerable; but 
to what it would amount he had not the means of 
stating correctly, for it was variously estimated 
by different officers. One officer estimated the 
amount at $41,600; another, at $60,555; and a 
third, at $79,177. He had really hoped that they 
should have had some correct statement from the 
Committee on Military Affairs before so large an 
increase of expenditure would receive the assent 
of the House. The argument based on an ap- 
| prehension of danger from the Indian tribes, he 
| thought, but had little force, as no danger need 


| 


» the commit. 








Situ on the votes of Mr. Van Buren on the 
subject of a limited suffrage of free blacks. 
Mr. S. continued to quote various passages 


what his views were on the right of suffrage; and 
he thus spoke until the morning hour had ex- 
ired. 
Mr. SIMONS obtained the floor, amidst a 
number of competitors. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY the House resolved 
itselfinto the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. C. Jounson in the chair,) and 





appropriations for fortifications, the pending ques- 
tion being upon the amendment of the gentleman || be anticipated from them, if they were dealt with 
from Georgia, [Mr. Haratson,] appropriating a || justly and kindly. 
sum for the continuation of works at Key West | Mr. ADAMS objected to the word ‘* repeal,” 
which was used in the bill; for it would be idle 
| to pass a law to repeal the act dismounting the 
| regiment, when it had been long since executed, 
| and the horses sold. The phraseology was, to 
| him, very peculiar. They might as well repeal 
| an appropriation bill passed ten years ago—the 
| money appropriated by which had been long 
| since expended. He supposed it was meant that, 
by the passage of this bill, that regiment should 
be remounted; and that the Government should 
incur the expense of repurchasing the horses, &c., 
| at double or treble the amount for which they 
were sold; but, with its present phraseology, it 
| would appear to be designed to replace the officers 
and men in the position in which they were at 
the time of the passage of the act by which they 
were dismounted—a phraseology which would 
favor the idea that the officers and men had been 
injured by the passage of the law of the last Con- 
'gress; and probably they would come here for 
compensation for such imaginary wrong. He 
denied that Congress had the power to repeal 
such a law, when it had been executed. At the 
last Congress they had various reports suggest- 
ing magnificent appropriations for both the Army 
and the Navy. hy, $50,000,000 would not 
have met the expenditures of this nation if Con- 
ress had adopted the suggestions of the Presi- 
at and his two thunderbolts, the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy; but for the 
Twenty-Seventh Congress, he would, in justice 
say, that instead of running a course of prodigal- 
ity, they had taken an opposite course. _ 
He reminded the House of the proceedings of 


the House of Representatives of the Twenty- 

section of the Union was deeply interested in the Seventh Congress on this very subject. Then, 
fortifications proposed to be continued at these || propositions were made to reduce the Army from 
points. It was a national and not a sectional || twelve thousand men to six thousand; and the 
|| actual reduction made was from twelve thousand 

iis decision. || to eight thousand. It was the wish of that House 
After some remarks on the point of order by || to disband this regiment of dragoons entirely; but 
Messrs. WELLER and LEVY, the Senate so amended the bill as to dismount 
Mr. HARALSON withdrew the appeal. them, instead of disbanding them. The amend- 








The CHAIRMAN stated that, in his opinion, 
the amendment could not be entertained, as by 
the rules of the House no appropriation could be 
made by an amendment to a general appropria- 
tion bill for an object not previously authorized 


Mr. HOLMES said the Chair wasundoubtedly 
correct as to the rule; but he contended that the 
resent case did not come within the rule. He 
elieved that appropriations were made in 1815 
and 1816 for the erection of forts at those places. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said he recollected, 
some years ago, a claim was brought before the 
Committee of Claims for materials furnished for 


and the claim was allowed. This was his recol- 
lection of the matter; but whether this circum- 
stance would be conclusive to show that these 
were such works as would authorize the appro- 
priation under the rule, he would not undertake 
to determine. 

Mr. HOLMES said if there was any case 
which would justify a departure from a technical 
rule, he thought this was such a case. 

Mr. HALE suggested that the debate was out 
of order, as there was no appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. HARALSON said he thought he could 
adduce such fact as would show that this appro- 
priation would come in properly as an amend- 
ment to the general appropriation bill. If ever |) 
there was an occasion when it was proper to con- 
strue this rule liberally, it was in view of the 
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! 
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Pennsylvania, similar toa number he had already 
|| presented, earnestly praying that the present 

hairman, {Mr. C, Jounson,] in whose || tariff be not disturbed until experience demon- | 
‘abors he was always very giad to number him- | strates, by ascertained facts, that such change | 
“eas a friend and supporter. He intimated | would be for the better; which were referred to | 
- he should move the disbanding of this regi- | the Committee on Finanee. 
om of dragoons; for the Florida war no longer || Also, a memorial from William B. Vaughan, 
wrateds which gave cause to increase our stand- praying for an extension of time for completing 


Army. A 1is contract with the Government for the deliv- 
= A. concluded by moving that the commit- || ery of Navy timber; which was ordered to lie on 
ee rise; which motion prevailed; and the commit- || the table, a general bill for such object having 
tee rose, and reported the fortification bill to the | been passed and sent to the House. 

House. 


|| Mr. B. said he had been requested by a lady, 
The question being on the engrossment, the || who had written hima very polite and civil letter, 
vious question was ordered; and the main 


to present a memorial from a number of women 
estion passed in the affirmative. 


of Pennsylvania, asking Congress to abolish every 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said, believing that | thing in the Constitution and lawsin any manner 
it was unnecessary to pass this bill, and that the | recognizing slavery. 
ublic service would sustain no detriment by its Mr. HAY WOOD raised the question of recep- 
rejection, he wished to record his vote against it. 


tion on the memorial. 
He demanded the yeas and nays. ‘|| On motion of Mr. MERRICK, that motion was 
The demand was not seconded; and the ques- 


laid on the table. 
tion being put upon the passage of the bill, was | Mr. BUCHANAN presented three other me- 
decided in the affirmative. || morials of a similar character, signed by men in 
The House then adjourned. || Pennsylvania; which were disposed of in like 
| manner. 
The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed | Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from John 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: | Frazer, late architect and superintendent of the 


By Mr. DAVIS, of ludiana: The memorial of Hiram || New York custom-house, asking Congress to 
Lundy and eighty-five others, of the sixth congressional 
district of Indiana ; the memorial of Mr. Littlejotin and || ° : . 
one hundred and fifty-one others ; and the petition of W.C. || 0 pay the balance due him on his contract with 


Kew and one hundred and forty-eight others, of Knox || the Government; which was referred to the Com- 
county, Indiana ; praying a grant of land for the continu- || mittee on Claims. 

ation of ee Ww en oan Exe snl, from Vigo (Terre | Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memorial from 

to Evansville, on the Ohio. 1 . 

an McCLERNAND: The petition of William H. || Ss. A. Morse and one hundred and fifteen others, 
Stickney and others, citizens of Gailatin county, Illinois, || citizens of Maine, remonstrating against a change 
raying isn gh piney Mintsetph. s ae jemaeucomans 6 of the mail route from Jonesport to East Machias, 
the Misso' *r Mississ 94 2 y sits i . fo a 
which was referred to the Committee on Roadsand Canals. || !% that State; which was referred to the Commit 

By Mr. RITTER: The memorial from citizens of Berks || tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 4 
county, Pennsylvania, representing the tariff of 1842 asop- || Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented two memorials 
erating favorably for the revival af the trade and business | from citizens of the State of Michigan, pra ing 
of our entire country, and earnestly praying that no change for the const tio f al d the fal of 
whatever be made in that system, until experience shall |! 2 eee Se nee aan Ser ee 
have demonstrated, by ascertained facts, that such change St. Mary’s river; which were referred to the Com- 
would be for the better, ; ons mittee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The memorial of William Janney Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
and sixty-eight others, eitizens of Pennsylvania, remon- M TI obec Ne } ds ; | fJe Bi 
strating against the admission of ‘Texas into the American || tS. 4 heodocia Wetherland, of Jessamine county, 

Kentucky, the widow of Benjamin Netherland, 
| deceased, a lieutenant in the revolutionary war, 
praying some allowance for the services of her 
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— sand reductions made at that time were, in | 
instances, made on the motion of their 
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|| pass a law for the settlement of his accounts, and || 


ble of such of the Presidents of the United States 
as had not already been executed, at a sum not 
exceeding $500 for each bust; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 


PETITION WITHDRAWN, 


On motion of Mr. STURGEON, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition of 
Lucretia Haymaker. 


| ARSENAL IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


| Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that the General 
| Assembly of North Carolina, at its last session, 
| passed certain resolutions urging upon the Sena- 
| tors and Representatives from that State to use 
| their exertions to obtain an appropriation for the 
| completion of the United States arsenal in that 
State, as an arsenal of deposit and general con- 
| struction. They were presented to the Senate, and 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
| but no final action was had upon them. He 
moved that they be taken from the files, and re- 
| ferred to the Committtee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to, 
Mr. H. said he bad prepared a resolution, call- 
ingapee the War Department for information, 
| which ought to accompany these resolutions to 
| the committee; and he would state, with a view 
| of drawing the attention of the committee to the 
fact, that in 1835, an act of Congress was passed 
| authorizing in express terms the erection of an 
| arsenal of deposit and general construction in the 
| State of North Carolina. At various times ap- 
propriations were made for the purpose of carry- 
ing into execution the intentions of the law, but 
| the executive department of the Government had 
| suspended in part the purpose of the law, and 
| only gone on to complete the work as an arsenal 
| of deposit. His object in asking the attention to 
| the memorial of the Legislature was with the 
| view to get the committee to go into an examina- 
| tion of the subject, and see if they did not concur 
|in the opinion of the representatives from that 
State, that the executive officers of the United 
States have no right to suspend a law of Congress, 
or to defeat the object of its laws. It was their 
| business, when a law was passed, to carry itinto 
/execution; and if it could not be executed with- 
| out alteration or amendment, to report that fact to 
Congréss; but not undertake to repeal a law or 
| render it inoperative by their will merely. With 
the view of bringing the facts in the case directly 
before the Senate and the country, he begged 











IN SENATE. 
Tuvunrspay, March 21, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate a message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, trarsmitting a report from the State 
Department, of the correspondence which had 
taken place between this Government and the 
agents of the Government of Great Britain in re- | 
lation to the interpretation of the tenth article of | 
the treaty of Lord Ashburton; which was ordered | 
to be printed. || 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- | 
ment, transmitting a report made in compliance 
with the resolution of the Senate of the 2ist Feb- 
ruary, 1843, accompanied by statements of the 
expenses of improving the navigation of the Ohio 
river at the falls near Louisville, Kentucky. 
_On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, it was ordered to | 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a message of the President of the United | 
States, transmitting to that body a copy of the | 
convention concluded on the 17thday of March, 
1841, between the United States and the Repub- | 
lic of Peru, which had been duly ratified, and of | 
which the ratifications have been exchanged; | 
communicating it — end _ a | 
ures may be adopted to give effect to t rstar- | 
ticle thereof, whoch arden for the distribution | minh RT ROOUSE Pe . 
among the claimants of the sum of $300,000,; Mr. BARROW, on leave, introduced a bill for 
thereby stipulated to be paid; which was referred | the relief of William De Buys, late postmaster at 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and or- | New Orleans; which was read twice, and referred 
dered to be printed. | to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


ds. 
PETITIONS, ETC. Roede 


Mr. TAPPAN introduced a joint resolution 
Mr. BUCHANAN presented ten memorials authorizing the Secretary of State to purchase 
from citizens of different parts of the State of 


Jnion. 
“By Mr. HAYS: T'wo memorials from citizens of western | 
Pennsylvania, praying for the extension of the national 
road, by a lateral bra@fich from some point at or near the ‘ ; 
base of the Laurel hill, to the harbor of Presque Isle, by husband at that time; which was referred to the 
the oy of Pittsburg ad Mestiviies witiet were referred ee eee ee OO ; 
to the Jommittec on Roads and Canals. r. BED N presente a petition rom 
By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Augustus Troxel and || : 5 : 
ga Sante. citizens of Dauphin county, Ponusyive- apne Allen, praying an appropriation in ful- 
nia, praying Congress to maintain the tariff of 1842, until | ment of his contract with the State Department 
experience shall have demonstrated, by ascertained facts, | for printing the compendium of the sixth census; 
that a change would be for the better. || which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition from Eliz- 
'| abeth Cornell, executrix of her father, Oliver Cor- 
| nell, praying that the pension agent at Rhode 
| Island may be authorized to pay her the balance 
| which was due her father by way of pension at 
the time of his decease; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, petitions from Sarah Dagget, Mary Rey- 
| nolds, Rose Bowenyg and Dorothy Harnden, 
| widows of revolutionary soldiers, praying that 
the pensions which they heretofore received may 


which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pub- 
| lic Lands, to which had been referred petitions of 

a number of settlers on the public lands in Lou- 
isiana, reported a bill to secure certain rights of 
preémption in the State of Louisiana, and for other 
purposes; which was read, and ordered to a see- 
ond reading. 


' 
| 
| 
} 


j 
| 
| 


tition of Thomas Fillebrown, jr , for the settle- 
ment of his claim for commission on certain dis- 
bursements; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


be continued to them during their natural life; | 


Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs, made an adverse report on the pe- | 


from Hiram Powers, of Cincinnati, busts in mar- 


| leave to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
| municate to the Senate an estimate of the amowat which 
| will be necessary to complete the United States arsenal near 
| Fayetteville, in North Carolina, as it was originally de- 
, signed by law viz: as an arsenal of deposit and general 
| construction ; and that he report also what balance there is 
| in the hands of disbursing officers of any appropriation here- 
| tofore made for the erection and completion of said works. 

The resolution was adopted. 


| ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The joint resolution of Mr. eas ne 
for the adjournment, sine die, of both Houses of 

| the present Congress'on Monday, the 20th day 
of May next, was postponed till Monday next. 


| 
| 
| THE TARIFF. 
{ 





Mr. EVANS gave notice that, as the honora- 
ble Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had ap- 
| peared in his seat, and desired to address the Sen- 
/ate upon the subject, he would also, on Monday 
| next, ask for the consideration of the resolution 
of the Committee on Finance for the postpone- 
ment of the bill introduced by the Senator from 
South Carolina, (Mr. McDurrig,] for the reduc- 
tion of the present tariff to the standard of the 
compromise act. 
LEWIS DAVIS. 





The adverse report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions in the case of Lewis Davis, was taken up 
!\ and concurred in. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


The bill granting a quantity of land to improve 
} Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the 
' same by a canal in the Territory of Winconsin, 
| was again taken up as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill b 
adding io the last section the following: ‘ 


| And so soon as the Territory of Wisconsin shal! be ad- 
' mitted as a State into the Union, the said canal and im- 
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| 
provements shall become the property of the people of said — 
Btate, provided that the convention which shall form the | 
constitution for said State shall, in that instrument, agree | 
to accept said canal and improvements on the condition | 
that the State of Winconsin shall not collect any more tolis, 
water rates, or profits, upon the said canal and improve- 
ments, than will be sufficient to keep the same in repair. 


Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that he would | 
have no objection to the amendment, if the Sen- | 
ator from Ohio would strike out from the word | 
** conditions ’’ to the end of the proposed amend- | 
ment—*‘ as to the collection of tolls.’’? The rea- | 
son why he suggested this was, that the princi- 
ple of the bill was that the improvement was not 
to cost the Government anything, at the same time 
the canal would be of great benefit to the Govern- | 
ment. The bill provided that all the troops and | 
munitions of war and property of the Govern- | 
ment should be transported on the canal free of | 
charge. When the Territory comes into the Union 
as a State, and accept the improvements, she 
should be allowed to have them on the same terms 
as Ohio and Illinois; which States had not only | 
grants on the principles of this bill, but other | 

rants, without any condition at all for objects of | 
internal improvement. They kept the works un- 
der their own jurisdiction, and charged such tolls | 
as they pleased. He hoped, therefore, the Sena- , 
tor would not press the latter part of his amend- | 
ment, limiting the amount of tolls. There was | 
no danger that unreasonable tolls would be col- | 
lected. It was proper that Wisconsin should have | 
this improvement on the same principle on which | 
other States had theirs. 

Mr. TAPPAN was understood to remark that 
the provision of the bill allowing the property and 
troops of the United States to be transported on | 
the canal free of charge, was merely the réenact- | 
ment of what was already a part of the law of the 
United States. The Senator from New York re- | 
marked that the canal was to be constructed with- 
outany expense tothe United States. [It was true 
that the expense may be refunded to the Govern- 
ment, or, in other words, that the United States | 
may be placed in funds for making the improve- 
ment, by the advanced price of the reserved alter- 
nate sections of land on the line of the proposed | 
improvement. However that might be, yet the | 
work proposed was to be done by the officers of 
the United States Government, and at its expense. 
The Senate, by its vote yesterday, refused to give | 
the land as a donation to Wisconsin. If they 
had reconsidered that determination, and were 
now willing that the land appropriated should be 
considered a donation, those portions of the bill 
inconsistent with such determination should be 
stricken out. If it was not intended to make the 
land a donation to Wisconsin to execute the work 
under her own supervision, and in her own time, 
the bill should limit, in some way, the amount of 
tolls to be collected. The Federal Government | 
ought not to make the canal, and give it to Wis- | 
consin, without limiting the amount of tolls to | 
be collected. 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to strike out that 

art of the amendment of the Senator from Ohio | 

imiting the amount of tolls. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER reminded him 
thatit was not thenin order, there being an amend- | 
ment pending to an amendment, 

Mr. TAPPAN said, as his amendment did not 
appear to be acceptable to the father of the bill, 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Tattmanee,] 
he was willine-to withdraw it. 

Mr. TALLMADGE then offered the first part 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 
Ohio, (Mr. Tappan,] in the following words: 

So soon as the Territory of Wisconsin shall be admitted 
as a State into the Union, and the said canal and improve- 
ments shall become the property of the people of such State; 
provided the convention which shall form the constitution 


for said State shall, in that instrument, agree to accept said 
canal and improvements. 


This amendment was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, the bill was 
further amended, by providing that the mail of 
the United States shall be transported forever on 
said canal free of charge. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
were concurred in. 

Mr. TAPPAN gave at length the reasons why 
he could not vote for the bill The land appro- 
priated by the bill, he believed, was sufficient, or 
nearly 60, to construct a canal on the whole line 


i 
i 


of the proposed improvement. He was willing || 
to appropriate the land to make a canal the entire || 
length of the proposed improvement, and not to || 
appropriate it for the pe of attempting to || 
improve the navigation of those rivers, which | 
could not be, from the nature of the streams, a 
permanent improvement. These rivers could be 
made to serve as feeders to a canal—a canal 
which would always afford a good navigation. 
Not so with the rivers; if an improvement was 
made in their navigation one year, an appropria- 
tion would be necessary the next year to keep 
the navigation in a state of improvement, owing 
to the obstructions, which were always in a pro- 
cess of formation. Their channels were con- 
stantly fluctuating. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE accorded in opinion with 

| the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Tappan,] that a 
canal*‘would be the best kind of improvement, 
because it would be more permanent than river 
| improvement, but remarked that the appropria- 

tion of land by this bill was totally inadequate 
for such a purpose. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and || 
read a third time—yeas 31, nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 
ard, Berrien, Breese, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, 
Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Henderson, Huntington, Jar- | | 
nagin, Johnson, King, Merrick, Miller, Phelps, Porter, 
Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Tallmadge, Upham, Walker, 
White, and Woodbridge—31. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Haywood, McDuffie, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, and Wright—7. 


COURTS IN OHIO. 


The bill amending the act fixing the time of |! 
holding the circuit and district courts of Ohio, | 
which had been returned from the House of Rep- | 
resentatives with an amendment, was taken up | 
for consideration; but was laid on the table on 
the suggestion of Mr. BERRIEN, until one of || 
the Senators from Kentucky, who took an inter- || 
est in the bill, appeared in his seat. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 


The bill from the House, making appropria- 
tion for certain fortifications for the fiscal year | 
| ending 30th June, 1845, was read twice, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


OREGON QUESTION. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to give notice to the British Government that it is 
the desire of the Government of the United States to annul 
and abrogate the provisions of the third article of the con- 
vention concluded between the Government of the United 
States of America and his Britannic Majesty the King of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 20th 
October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by the convention 
between the same parties, signed at London the 6th Au- || 


gust, 1827. 

Mr. SEVIER addressed the Senate for about 
an hour anda half. He said he had taken some 
pains last session, as well as the present session, 
to investigate the title of the United States to the 
territory of Orezon, in compliance with his duty 
as a member of the committee charged with the 
subject, as well as in conformity with the duty 
which influenced him, in reference to the great 
interests that might now or hereafter be affected, 
to examine into the matter. He had endeavored | 
to conduct this investigation into the subject with | 
due care, candor, and impartiality. He had thus | 

| examined every question connected with the | 
claims of both countries, and the result of his in- \ 
| vestigation was, that he considered the title of the || 
| United States to all that was claimed by this Gov- | 
| 





| 











ernment could not be successfully controverted 
by Great Britain. 

It had been his purpose, during the progress of || 
this debate, to give to the Senate, and through the || 
Senate to the country, a brief analysis of the | 
| grounds on which he had founded this opinion of 

the title of the United States. But that was not | 
how necessary, as that labor had been better per- 
formed by those who had preceded him, and it | 
had been admitted on all sides of the Senate that || 
there was no ground for cavilas to our title, that || 
being admitted to be beyond dispute. 
_ If we desired to possess the country of Oregon, | 
| to which all sides of the Senate admitted our title | 
| was undisputed, what were the steps proposed | 
| to be taken for getting that possession? It was | 
| desired, on the side of the Senate to which he be- | 





| and the exercise of ownership in the count 
' 


| something i —— be done to the United States, 
1 


out of the way. He and his friends considered 


| friends around him. They had no secrets about 


| population. 


| show that they were not such as should stop the 


| United States. We were told he was fully accred- 


‘ | boundary, by the outrage on the Caroline, and 
‘| longed, to obtain it by showing their hands at |! accumulated insults to our commerce, and every- 
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once as to the course they wanted to Pursue fp 
the attainment of that object. - And the first to 
they pro osed, was, in conformity with the thi 

article of the convention of 1827, to give Notions 
annulling and abrogating that convention. With 
out doing this it could not be expected that o,, 
citizens would settle in the country; they could 
not permanently do so, unless protected by ow 
laws and our Government. As long as the fem 
vention of 1827 exists, and things remain as th, 

now are, all the advantages of the occupation ¢ 
the territory must inure to Great Britain. Shei, 
quite content to let this condition of things remain 
undisturbed. She has no motive for disturbins 
the convention. She has all she wants—compley 
sovereignty over the whole territory, by her law, 
civil and criminal, as well as by her Occupation, 


appropriating it as she pleases. What more eou|j 
she gain by negotiation? Nothing. What has 
she to lose by negotiation? Something—certain| 

It was with these views that he considered jt 
necessary that this resolution should be adopted 
because it would remove one of the impediments 
to negotiation—the existing convention. Tha 
impediment should, in the first place, be removed 


that the country could not be settled by Ameri. 
can citizens, unless they had something to induce 
them to believe that the laws and protection of 
the United States would be extended to them, 
Let the inducements be what they may to emi- 
grate to Oregon, no citizens of the United States 
would settle permanently there under any pros. 
pect of becoming subjects of Great Britain or of 
being made amenable to her laws, civil and crim. 
inal. ‘These were his views, and those of his 


them. And yet these views were opposed by the 
other side of the Senate: but for what reasons it 
was necessary to inquire. These reasons seemed 
to be of two classes: first, that it is dcemed indel- 
icate or disrespectful towards Great Britain; and 
second, that it is disrespectful towards the Presi- 
dent of the United States. There was a third 
reason which, perhaps, he ought to mention. It 
was, that this step was altogether unnecessary 
and without motive. S 

These objections had been held up prominently 
by the other side, and they had been maintained 
with much ability. Some Senators had, indeed, 
gone further, and urged another position far be- 
yond the first positions urged, that, notwithstand- 
ing it was unnecessary and inexpedient to pass 
this resolution, there were other reasons why this 
step should not be taken; ofe of which was, that 
ultimately it would involve the necessity of set- 
tling Oregon with American citizens !—that it 
would draw away our strength—a portion of our 


Now, it was his purpose to notice briefly these 
several objections; and he should endeavor to 


proceeding of the friends of Oregon on this ques- 
tion. 

First, then, as to the objection that this resolu- 
tion ought not to be passed, because it would be 
considered as disrespectful towards Great Britain. 
We were told in the early part of this debate, that 
the Government of England had sent to this coun- 
try a special minister, clothed with ample power 
to settle this never-ending controversy; that here 
came he amongst us with peace on his lips and 
justice in his heart, prepared to do us all the jus- 
tice that was due tous. Now, if this were so, tt 
would be placing the matter in a very different 
form from what he imagined was the reality; and 
he should be very much gratified if could believe 
this assurance had something substantial to rest 
upon. He had not forgotten the feverish anxiety 
which had existed on a former occasion through- 
out the country, and which was allayed by sim- 
ilar assurances, afterward far from bein realized. 
He alluded to the assurances given when Lord 
Ashburton was announced asa special minister 
coming to this country to settle all matters of con- 
troversy and dispute between Great Britain and the 


ited to settle all; and we were credulous enough 
to believe it, and to throw away all our animos- 
ities engendered by aggressions on our northeast 
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wins irit of the country. But when Lord Ash- 
rs powers came to be examined, we found 


extended only to the settlement of one out | 


uestions of difficulty that had to be ad- 
ae Fresh in the recollection of our disap- 
} intment on that occasion, what had we now to 
ee us to believe that the present minister from 
oonl Britain has more power to settle the con- 
troversy about Oregon than Lord Ashburton had? 
What knowledge had we that he was at all au- 


thorized to settle it? 


3 agreed, some time ago, that this contro- | 
seisy should. be settled at the "capital of Great | 


pritain. Has it been transferred to this country? 
What authority had we for supposing it was? 
Where was official information to satisfy us of 
the fact, if itexisted? The whole thing amounted 


to this: that, because it had pleased the Queen | 


of England, in the seventh year of her reign, to 
supersede an old minister, for a long time resi- 
gent here, and to appoint a new one—for this 
reason, and no other, all Congress is called upon 
to “halt! stand as you are! and cease to prate 
about Oregon. If you attempt to legislate when 
it has pleased her Majesty to send a new minister 
here, the little ladywill get angered, and war may 
be the result of your rashness.”’ 

If war was to scourge this country for no other 

rovocation than for giving to the President of the 
United States such suggestions as the Senate and 
the Representatives of the several States of this 
Union may deem requisite and expedient, let war 
come! If we cannot legislate in these Halls with 
perfect freedom, and declare our sentiments as 
freemen, both on this question and every other 
we choose to discuss, without incurring the haz- 
ard of involving our country in war, the sooner 
that fact is known the better. If we cannot act 
ona great public matter of national interest with- 
out consulting court etiquette, and the lively sen- 
sibilities of a foreign Power, rather than the in- 
terests of Our common country, the sooner we 
are taught that lesson the better for us. 

The new British minister, he had no doubt, 
had come here to supersede the old one, and for 
no other purpose. If we take no steps in this 
matter, we shall never hear anything of negotia- 
tion. If we do, we are told that war is to grow 
outof it. But one thing was certain: that our 
citizens, wishing to settle the Oregon, required 
that some step should be taken. 

With regard to the second objection, that our 
proceedings are disrespectful to the President of 
the United States, inasmuch as they amount to 
ausurpation of his functions under the Consti- 
tution, no such design had been entertained, nor 
was there the slightest idea of acting towards 
him with disrespect. The object of the resolu- 
tion was to remove out of his way the impedi- 
ment to the negotiation he was desirous of bring- 
ing to a favorable issue. He has no power per se 
to abrogate the existing convention. The friends 
of the resolution proposed to clothe him with the 
necessary power to do so. He cannot be embar- 
rassed by it, because he has twelve months, after 
the notice is given, to carry on the negotiation, 
and conclude a treaty. ie affords him ample 
time to settle the controversy, if it can be settled 
by diplomacy. 

He had been somewhat amused to find his 
friends lectured from the other side, about being 
disrespectful to the President. How long, he 
would like to know, had that feeling toward the 
President existed on that side of the Chamber? 
Disrespect to the President! How? The Pres- 
ident had been successful in one case of negotia- 


tion, at least, in making a treaty. He and his 
friends wished to afford him the means of being || he requested would be read. 
successful in effecting another treaty. The Pres- || 
ident had had difficulties enough to encounter in 
the adjustment of the first; but, without this res- || 
olution were passed, he would, in the next, have 
such difficulties greatly multiplied; for he would |, 
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| vessels; and she has held out obstinately against || that no Army or Navy pension shouffl be paid 
|| our just claims; and has made no advances what- || to any person in employment and receiving pay 
| ever towards yielding up the country to us. | otherwise in the service of the United States. Mr. 
Mr. S. having disposed of these main objec- || 
| tions to the resolution, proceeded at considerable | 
length to answer the minor objections—namely, | Army pension list, and fourteen on the Navy 
those in relation to there being no necessity for || pension list—one of the former, a paymaster, re- 
this resolution, and the supposition that a draft | ceiving a pension of $200, and another, a miti- 
of our population, by emigration to Oregon, || tary storekeeper receiving a pension as a wounded 
would weaken our strength; which objections he || lieutenant in the late war, of only $8 75 per month. 
showed were of no real weight or moment. || The whole of the pensions, both lists included, 
In conclusion, he hoped the resolution would | of those persons, did not exceed $2,250. There 
were some cases, he understood, in the Navy, 
which would be grievously affected by this pro- 
viso. There were persons performing the ser- 
vices they were employed for as well as any other 
person could; and, as a matter of principle, he 
thought the laws allowing pensions for injuries 
received, ought not to be rendered void when 
those persons were retained in the service. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The bill was then reported back to the Senate; 
and the question being on concurring in the amend- 


E. explained his reasons for moving to strike out 
this proviso. Itaffected only two persons on the 





be adopted. 
Mr. ARCHER said, if no other gentleman was | 
= to take any further part in this debate, | 
he himself was disposed to let the vote be taken 
directly upon the resolution of the Senator from | 
Illinois, (Mr. Sempre.) He withdrew the motion 
which he had made, which was the pending sub- 








| 
| 
| ject before the Senate, to refer the resolution to 
|| the Committee on Foreign Relations, with a view | 
|| that the vote might come on directly upon the | 
resolution. The question now would be upon | 
eee of that resolution. || ments adopted in the Committee of the Whole, 
r. SEMPLE called for the yeas and nays; |} Mr. HAYWOOD objected to the last proviso 
which were ordered. || being stricken out, and called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 


The question on the adoption of the resolution | 
was then taken by yeas and nays; and resulted— || ‘The first amendment, adding $180,000,was con- 
curred in. 


yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- || The question on striking out the proviso being 
about to be taken by yeas and nays, 


ton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Han- 

wegen, King, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Walker, Wood- || Mr. WRIGHT inquired what number of per- 

"NAYS—Mesars. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- | sons and amount of pensions and pay would be 
rien, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, || affected by the proviso ? 

Mr. EVANS said the whole amount of pen- 

sions would be only $2,230; and the number of 


Haywood, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, McDuf- | 
fie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Rives, | 

|| persons affected would be two in the Army list 
| and fourteen in the Navy. 
| 


So the resolution was rejected. 
PENSION BILL. li she Nav 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the House bill || he feare 
(No. 60) making appropriations for the payment || matter. 
of revolutionary and other pensioners of the || Mr. EVANS explained, that what destroyed 
United States for the fiscal year ending 30th of | the Navy pension fund was carrying back, by 
June, 1845, was taken up as in Committee of the || retrospective action, the principle of pensioning. 
Whole, and placed under consideration, with the || Mr. BAYARD opposed the motion to strike 
following amendments reported by the Commit- || out the proviso, and made a brief explanation, 
tee on Finance, to come in after the twentieth ] with a view of showing that it was the act of 
| line: | 1837 which had occasioned the dissipation of the 

For supplying a deficiency in former appropriations for || Navy pension fund; which act was repealed in 
| the fiscal year ending June 30, 1844, for pensions under the |! 1842. ‘There was, he thought, a contradiction in 
1S mae ‘ ee ee + in thirty-first line, tothe || 'e™™$ in the principle involved in the fact of giv- 
aikal the bi, Pee Te Te ee TT ie a pension for injuries rendering the individ- 

The original bill appropriates uals invalids—disabled in fact—and allowing them 

For invalid pensions, $184,800 ; ; to receive On eey in the service. — 

For pensions under the act of 1818, $196,000 ; | | Mr. WOODBURY concurred with the Senator 

For pensions under the act of 7th July, 1838, and the act || from Delaware as to the causes which had effect- 
supplementary thereto of 23d August, 1842, $400,000; = || ed the destruction of the Navy pension fund. He 

For pensions under the act of 4th July, 1836, $134,250. referred to an act of Congress prohibiting persone 

For half-pay pensions to widows and orphans, payable || - . - 
though the Second and Third Auditor’s offices, $1,000 ; so employed from receiving more in pay and pen- 

For arrears of pensions prior to July, 1815, payable through || sion than amounted to the full pay for such ser- 
the Third Auditor’s office, $2,000: Provided, That no pen- || yices as the performed. 

Mr. EVANS said that act remained in full 


| force. The persons affected by the proviso of 


sion shall be hereafter granted to a widow for the same | 
time that her husband received one: 4nd provided further, | 
the bill now under consideration, which he had 
| moved to strike out, did not receive more, includ- 


Thatno pension shall hereafter commence before the day on | 
| ing their pensions, than full pay. 


which the application of the person claiming it shall have | 
been filed with the Commissioner. 

[There were amendments and additional pro- | ‘ ‘ 
visions in the bill, as amended in the House,a || Mr. DAYTON mentioned instances in which 
| copy of which the reporter was not able toobtain.] || persons rendered invalids by injuries received in 
| Mr. EVANS made a brief explanation of the || the service, might, from the knowledge they had 

derived, be competent to fill such situations as 


reasons which influenced the Finance Committee || 
in proposing these amendments. fle had per- | storekeepers, with great advantage to the public 
ceived, by the reports of the Department, thatan || interest. , 
| addition of $180,000 for the pension list was'| Mr. HUNTINGTON concurred with the sen- 
| required; and with a view of ascertaining the || timents expressed by the chairman of the Finance 
| reasons for demanding this addition, he had || Committee, and was in favor of striking out the 
written to the Commissioner of Pensions for an || proviso. Pace 
_ explanation, and had received his answer, which || Mr. WRIGHT maintained that the only cor- 
|| rect principle was, to employ for the public ser- 
'| _ The letter of the Commissioner of Pensions was || vice able and efficient officers, and not invalids, 
|, then read by the Secretary of the Senate. || disabled from physical inability to perform the 
Mr. WOODBURY inguired why the addition || service for which they were employed to the best 
| was not included in the House bill itself ? advantage to the country. : 
Mr. EVANS said, it was intended by the Com- Mr. BAYARD referred to the act of 184: to 


_ Tallmadge, Upham, White, and Woodbridge— | 

Mr. WRIGHT adverted to the manner in which 
pension fund had been destroyed; and 
the same principle was involved in this 

















have to encounter the indisposition of Great || missioner of Pensions to apply to the Committee || show that an officer receiving pay in the Navy 
Britain to disturb her present position. She has | of Ways and Means for that purpose; but, some || was prohibited from receiving bo Sow ee pen- 
all she wants—complete possession of the terri- || how or other, it had been omitted; and then it || sion. He showed, however, that, if this provise 
tory, and the extension of her laws, civil and || was understood a separate bill would be pro- | was stricken out, a captain in the Navy could be 


criminal, over it. She has had all this for twenty || posed. This amendment would answer the pur- || appointed storekeeper, and receive both pay and 
ension. 
the chairman of the 


ears, and has been appropriating the country to || pose. P 

er own use and that of our subjects, just as she | ‘The amendments reported by the Committee Mr. EVANS was sorry the \ 
Pleased. She has built foris there for the per- || on Finance were adopted. | Committee on Naval Affairs resisted his proposi- 
Manent protection of hersubjects. Shehasdrawn || Mr. EVANS then moved to strike out the last 1 tion to strike out this proviso. He contended 
around its harbors, rivers, and coast, her armed || proviso of the bill. This proviso was, in effect, \| that the Government was bound to keep the 





} 








promise of pensions held out for the benefit of 

the service, to those thus induced to enter the | 
service and become subject to its hazards. If | 
persons entitled to pensions received their pen- 

sions, and were still retained in the service, there | 
was no just reason why they should not be paid | 
for the services they were to perform. He pointed 
out many instances in which a man might be dis- 

abled of the use of a leg or arm, and yet he would 
retain that intellectual ability which was most de- | 
sirable for the public service. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that his friend from | 
Maine found him opposed to this motion, because | 
he was a real friend to the Navy. He adverted | 
to the practice of the British Government, in the | 
service of which, a captain, retiring from ser- | 
vice, gives up his ship, and is placed on half pay, | 
where he may remain till the day of his death, 
without again being ever heard of in public ser- 
vice. He thought it unreasonable that any offi- | 
cer should have both pay and pension. 

Mr. BATES said it seemed to him that there 
was no business for such a proviso in an appro- 
priauion bill, 

The question was then taken; and resulted— 
yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Hannegan, Huntington, | 
Jarnagin, Johnson, Mitler, Morehead, Phelps, Simmons, | 
Tallmadge, Upham, and White—19. 

NAYS—Meessrs. Allen, Atherton, Baghy, Bayard, Breese, 
Buchanan, Colquitt, Crittenden, Fairfield, Foster, Hay- 
wood, King, Mangum, Merrick, Rives, Semple, ‘T'appan, | 
Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—21. 


So the proviso was not stricken out. 
Mr. EVANS now moved to strike out another 


roviso, the import of which was not understood 
the reporter. 
Mr. HAYWOOD withdrew his call for the 
yeas and nays on this motion. 


The motion to strike out this proviso was 
adopted. 


he amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 





On motion of Mr. BARROW, the Senate went |! 


into executive session; and after some time spent 
therein, adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trvurspar, March 21, 1844. 


The Journal having been read, 

Mr. COBB, in pursuance of notice given, and 
on leave, introduced a bill to provide further com- 
pensation for the marshal of the district of Geor- 

ia; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Mr. SUMMERS presented the memorial of 


the society of the District of Columbia for the 
colonization and civilization of Africa, praying 


best for the benefit of the settlement of Liberia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. SEMPLE presented the joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of Indiana, on the subject of 
the harbor at Michigan city; which were referred 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of || 


the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented three memorials | 
from the State of Alabama, on the subject of post 
roads; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to present 
a memorial from sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
remonstrating against the passage of the proposed 
bill for the naitienion of the present tariff, 

Objections being made, 

we J. R. INGERSOLL moved to suspend the | 
rules, 

Mr. DICKEY called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The memorial was then read. 

Mr. WELLER asked if it was not in the power | 
of the gentleman, under the rales, to present this | 
memorial at the Clerk’s table, and have it referred | 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER said that it was. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL then, by general con- 
sent, withdrew the motion for a suspension of | 
the rules, and said that he would present the me- | 
morial at the Clerk's table 





|| and report to the House of Representatives, at the earliest 


‘| would amend his resolution in the mode he point- 


|| rules. 


: '| up on the adoption of the resolution. 
Congress to adopt such measures as it may deem || P P 


|| ness to be the resolution of the select committee 
|| Mr. SIMONS rose and said it was not his pur- 


|| were on this floor two classes of men—the one 


| and privileges. He deemed it a waste of the time 


| another gentleman on the next. 


ti 
\| 
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JUDICIAL COURTS. 


Mr. T. SMITH submitted the following reso- | 
| lution, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
| into the expediency of reporting a bill to this House, as 
soon as convenient, amending the eleventh section of the 
** act to establish the judicial courts of the United States,” 
approved September 24, 1789, as the original and con- 
current jurisdiction of the United States courts with the 
courts of the several States, so that the United States courts 
shall not take jurisdiction in cases between a citizen of the 

State where the suit is brought, and a citizen of another 
State, in a less sum that two thousand dollars, exclusive of 
| costs. 


EXCHANGES, CURRENCY, ETC. 

Mr. HUBARD asked leave to offer the follow- 
| ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inquire into, 








| 
| 








practicable day, the average rates of foreign and domestic 
exchanges annually, from 1816 to 1836, and from 1836 to 
1844; also, the amount of specie in the United States during 


|| the same periods ; aiso, the rates of discoant on State bank 


notes during the saine periods ; also, the amount Jost by the 
community from the failure of banks—from defalcations of 
bank officers—from counterfeits and forgeries put into cir- 
culation, or imposed on the banks ; also, the loss from the 
destruction of bank notes, drafts, and other evidences of 
bank liabilities during the same periods; also, the amount 
paid annually to bank officers, and for the use of banking- 
houses; also, the number and capital of the existing State 
banks, and the extent of their circulation. 


' Mr. M. BROWN objected, but intimated that 
he would withdraw his objections if the mover 


ed out. 


Mr. HUBARD moved a suspension of the 


Mr. BOYD called for the yeas and nays; which | 
were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas | 
117, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, | 
Benton, Edward J. Black, James Black, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Mil- 
ton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
| well, Campbell, Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, Clinton, | 
Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dun- 
lap, Eimer, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Willis 
Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
| Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirk- | 

atrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Mactay, McClelland, 
MeConnell, McDowell, Mclivaine, McKay, Marsh, Morse, | 
Nes, Owen, Pettit, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Pot- | 
ter, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, | 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Saunders, 
Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, | 
Slidell, John T. Smith, Robert Sinith, Thomas Smith, | 
Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Summers, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
White, Williams, Woodward, William Wright, Joseph A. | 
Wright, and Yost—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Blackwell, Carroll, Catlin, Cling- 
| man, Cranston, Giddings, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Hud- | 

son, Washington Hunt, Jenks, Daniel P. King, Newton, Pat- | 
terson, Preston, Thomasson, Tyler, Vinton, Wethered,and 
Winthrop—22, 


So the rules being suspended, the question came 








Mr. HUBARD demanded the previous ques- 
tion, and it was sustained by the House. 
The resolution was then agreed to. 


RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 
The SPEAKER announced the order of busi- 





/on the Rhode Island memorial, on which Mr. 
| Simons was entitled tothe floor. 

pose to inflict on the House a speech; but there | 
| were the talkers, and the other the listeners. He 


| belonged to the latter class, and he rose to claim 
for the class to which he belonged their rights 


of the House thus to consume day after day, 
which should be devoted to the business of the 
country. He was not desirous to see one man 
on one day set up that which was set down by 


_ Mr. BURKE interposed, and requested the 
gentleman from Connecticut to yield the floor, to 
give him an opportunity to offer an amendment. 
| The Clerk read the amendment for the inform- 
| ation of the House; and it appeared to be a sub- 
| stitute for the resolution reported by the chair- 
man of the select committee, specifying the names 
of the witnesses that the committee desired to 
| examine. 
Mr. SIMONS agreed to offer the amendment 
r the gentleman from New Hampshire, as there 


| 
| 


j 
| fo 





March 2 


was some difficulty in the way of his 


yielding 
y wey and on that he moved the previous quee 


The SPEAKER decided the amend 
out of order. 

Mr. SIMONS then moved the previous q 
tion on the subject as it was before the Soe 
when he took the floor. _ 

The previous question was sustained by th 
House; and the yeas and nays were called for 
and ordered, on the amendment of the gentiema, 
Maryland, [Mr. Causin,] to discharge the seleg, 
committee from the further consideration of the 
subject, and resulted—yeas 70, nays 86; ag fo). 
lows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Baker, Barringer, Milton Brown 
Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burt, Carroll, Chilton, Cling. 
man, Coles, Cranston, Cross, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Rich, 
ard D. Davis, Deberry, Deilet, Dickey, Dickinson, & 
Fish, French, Willis Green, Grinnell, Haralson, 
Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John p’ 
Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Lumpkin, Meltivaing 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton’ 
Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey’ 
Rhett, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Saunders, Senter, Sey. 
erance, Albert Smith, Spence, Stiles, Summers, Thomas. 
son, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop 
Woodward, and William Wright—70. ’ 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Edward 
J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bower. Bowlin, Boyd 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke’ 
Caldweil, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus i. 
Chapman, Clinton, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dean 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, Foster, Byram 
Green, Hale, Hamlin, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins 
Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, La. 
branche, Leonard, Lucas, McCausien, Maclay, MeCie}. 
land, MeClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Par. 
menter, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Purdy. Rathbun, 
Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, St. Jolin, Simons, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
John Stewart, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—86. 


So the committee were not discharged. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the res- 
olution reported by the committee; and upon this 
question the yeas and nays were demanded. 

In reply to an inquiry from Mr. ADAMS, 

The SPEAKER said that no amendment would 
now be in order—the previous question having 
been demanded, and the main question ordered; 
which was upon agreeing to the resolution as 
originally reported by the committee, empower- 
ing the committee to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. ELMER moved that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded and ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
—yeas 72, nays 84. 

8 the resolution was not laid upon the table. 


The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the resolution; and the yeas and nays having been 
previously ordered, were takea, and resulted— 
yeas 78, nays 71; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Blackwell, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, 
Catlin, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Dana, Daniel, Jolin W. Davis, Dean, Duncan. Dunlap, 
Ficklin, Foster, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Uubard, Hubbell, Hughes, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Leonard, Lucas, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
MeDowell, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Pratt, Purdy, 
Rathbun, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, St. Jolin, 
Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, 
and Joseph A. Wright—78. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Mil- 
ton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burt, Carroll, 
Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, 
Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Elmer, Fish, French, Gid- 
dings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Haralson, Harper, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Perley B. 
Johnson. John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Mell- 
vaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Nes, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Ram- 
sey, David S. Reid, Rhett, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, 5en- 
ter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, 
Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weth- 
— White, Winthrop, Woodward, and William Wright— 


Mr. HARDIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the resolution had been adopted, 
and addressed the House on. the subject of Mr. 
Van Buren’s political course, which he endeav- 
ored to show was inconsistent. Mr. H. con- 
cluded by moving the previous question. 

Mr. BURKE rose to address the Chair. 
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HARDIN assented, on condition that the 
man from Massachusetts would renew it. 
The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 


gentle 


from New Hampshire 


floor. 


Or. HARDIN. Then I will not withdraw 
the motion. Ido not like to be too kind to my 
fie BURKE then moved that the question of 
reconsideration be laid on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS. 


on the table. 

Mr.C. JOHNSON called for the yeasand nays. | 

The yeas and nays were cedaasa. 

Mr. ADAMS observed, that he would get an 
opportunity perhaps, when the report of the 
committee comes In, to address the House. His 
object was to convince them that the power to 
send for persons and papers ought not to be 

nted. 
a Mr. WELLER said, as the House seemed to 
be rather thin, especially on his side of it, he 
would move a call of the House. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

The question was taken, and resulted—yeas 
96, nays 62. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The roll was called, and it was ascertained that 
one hundred and sixty members answered to 
their names. 

The absentees being called, it was ascertained 
that there were one hundred and seventy-eight 
members present. 

Mr. VANCE moved that further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with; which motion 
was rejected, 

The SPEAKER then directed the doors of the 
Hall to be closed, and the absentees were called 
for the purpose of hearing excuses; whereupon 
excuses were severally offered for them, and 
twenty of them were excused on account of in- 
disposition of themselves and their families, and 
other necessary causes for absence. 

Mr. WELLER moved thatall further proceed- 
ing under the call be suspended. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, moved an adjourn- 
ment, but again withdrew it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND hoped all further pro- 
ceedings, under the call, would be dispensed with. 

The yeas and nays were called for, but not or- 
dered, and the motion to suspend was negatived. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be sent in search of the absentees, 

The SPEAKER put the question, and reported 
that the ayes appeared to have it. 

he te was called for; but, before it was 
taken, 

Mr. VANCE suggested that if they proceeded 
to send for the absentees, the entire day would be 
thus consumed; and he asked if it was desired 
that the members present should sit still while the 
srgpentetnh. ree was searching for the absen- 
tees 

Mr. CAMPBELL called the gentleman from 
Ohio to order, as debate was not in order unless 

& motion was made to reconsider. 

Mr. RATHBUN said that he would make the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired how many mem- 
bers were absent? 

The SPEAKER replied that there were seven- 
teen absent without excuse. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the object of the call 
was to get a quorum present to do the business 
of the House, and that had been accomplished; 
but if the House persisted in the call, they must 
be kept here uselessly while the absent members 
were brought from Baltimore and elsewhere. He 
moved again that all further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER put the question; and, on a 
division, there were—ayes 79, noes 66. 

oo farther proceedings were therefore sus- 

pended. 


Aes 


* -. ADAMS also rose, and said he hoped the 
es would withdraw his demand for the 
previous question. 

r 


{Mr. Burke) had been || 
first recognized by the Chair, and was entitled to || 


If the gentleman will with- || the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
draw the motion, and yield me the floor, 1 promise || [Mr. Apams,] made yesterday, to strike out all 
not tospeak at all on the subject before the House, || after the enacting clause, and insert a substitute 
and not even to mention Mr. Van Buren’s name. || to disband that regiment; on which the mover of 
| propose to speak upon a very irrelevant matter. || that amendment had the floor. 

Mr. BURKE insisted upon his motion to lay || 
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| The question then recurred on the motion to | terments; and this bill proposed to remount them, 
_ lay the motion to reconsider on the table, on which || by restoring their horses and accouterments. No 
| the yeas and nays had been ordered. || additional men would be required. The number 
| The yeas and nays were taken; and resulted— || in the Army would be precisely what it is now; 
_ yeas 89, nays 77. || but the regiment would be more efficient and ca- 
| So the motion was laid on the table. |, pable of acting against Indians, which, in the 

SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS. | predatory and sudden mode of warfare practiced 


| by those people, it was known that infantr Id 
aa se | ; s ‘ y cou 
On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House |; not do with effect. Nothing but horse was able 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole , 


; || to overtake and chastise them after one of their 
| on the state of the Union on the bill to remount |, sudden and unlooked for attacks. It was not in 
, the orone hh i of dragoons, (Mr. C. Joun- |] the power of the Secretary of War to remount 
son in the chair. this regiment without the sanction of Congress. 
| ‘The CHAIRMAN stated the question to beon || It would be looked upon as a usurpation of au- 
thority, if he did so, no matter how imperious 
the necessity for it. Hence the introductien of 
the present bill. He assured the gentleman that 
ne — go as far with him as any member on 
that floor, in economizing the expenditures of the 
Mr. ADAMS recounted the history of the re- |} Army, and lopping off ecenelion ones; but this 
duction of the Army,and declared his conviction || expense he deemed absolutely necessary for the 
that that reduction was judicious. It had oper- || defense of the country. 
ated no injury; for the Army wasstill sufficiently |} He continued to remark-that an increase of the 
_large for all the purposes for which it was re- || Navy was not contemplated; and then returned 
| quired, notwithstanding the repeated recommend- || to the bill before the committee to remount the 
ations which had been made by officers of this || second regiment of dragoons; and said he trusted 
Administration for an increase of both Army and he had shown that the repealing clause was ne- 
Navy. ; The present Army was competent to the || cessary. He then proposed to return to that por- 
| protection of the frontier, and the Navy to the | tion of the bill which created this sort of military 
| protection of the commerce of the country. He |) force, and gave its history, and stated the neces- 
| had heard no complaints of their insufficiency. | sity which existed for it. 
He saw, to sure, in the report of the Committee | tie also replied to the remarks of Mr. Apams, 
; on Military Affairs, what he had often seen be- || made yesterday, and showed that, if this act 
| fore—a recommendation for an increase; but for || should pass in its present shape, the dismounted 
| what purpose? There was no reason assigned || dragoons would have no claim for compensation 
| Sufficient to satisfy him of the necessity for any || for being so dismounted. He likewise advocated 
| such increase. A report proceeding from the || the passage of the bill on the ground, mainly, of 
Navy Department recommended a larger appro- || the proximity of the Indian tribes, and the obli- 
priation than had been granted at any former || gation of the Government to protect those on 
| time. But look at the nature of the service per- || whose borders these Indian tribes had been placed, 
| ronan by the present naval establishment—a || who were now unprotected for several hundred 
squadron engaged in taking possession of a friend- || miles, and but inefficiently protected at other 
| ly country. It was suggested that the Navy of || points of their exposed frontier. He met the case, 
this country ought to be equal to one half that of | too, as one of expenditure, and hoped the amend- 
Great Britain; but for what purpose? Toconsti- || ment would be voted down by the unanimous 
tute ourselves competitors with her for the do- || voice of the House. 
minion of the ocean? They were told that they || Mr. McDOWELL moved that the committee 
ought to be in a position to go to war with Great || rise; which was agreed to. 
Britain, in case she should take possession of the | The committee rose accordingly, and reported 
Sandwich Islands. The French, he perceived, || progress. 
| had taken possession of the Society Islands. | PENSION LAWS. 


- > el ? i 
Why not make war upon the French? Was it | Mr. HENLEY desired permiasion to intre- 


| to be the policy of this country to do that which | lati di he C ; R 
we charge England with doing—to stir up every | @UC & resolution to direct the ort oe e- 


possible feeling of animosity, of rancor, and of || volutionary ee to inquire sap the expedi- 
revenge? If not, where was the necessity of in- || ©"°Y of extending the pension laws, in certain 
crease? He had heard, here and elsewhere, sen- || “®8°S+ but, as objections were made, the resolu- 
timents upon this subject to which he felt bound || #0 Was not received. 


to express his entire dissent. It was the duty of |, COLLECTION DISTRICT IN MAINE. 


the statesmen of every civilized nation, as long On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the Committee 
as peace could be preserved with other nations, |! o¢ the Whole were discharged from the further 
tates” and even to make sacrifices for its || -onsideration of the bill No. 5, being a bill cre- 
He deprecated the frequent appeals that he said | Mane. new collection district in the State of 
had been made to the passions and prejudices of || 44... Erouse then adjourned 
the people of the United States, to inflame their J E 
| rancor against England; and said that it was the 
best policy of the rulers of this country to cher- | 
ish amicable relations with the Government of 
that country as well as with all others. In regard 
to the bill before the House, he contended, in the | 
first place, that it went to repeal an executed act; | 
and, in the second place, he hoped the House 
would not agree to it; and that they would at least 
keep the regiment of  saameta it aon sale 
they refused to adopt his amendment. He thought th O1 
it ais be much better for the country, however, || an oes Oly Reet Se ae 


to disband it on the 4th of July next. | a law authorizing them to import iron for said road free of 
After a few more remarks from Mr. A., | duty ; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and 








The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF : The petition of citizens of 
Richland and Huron counties, Ohio, praying an appropria- 
| tion for the repair and improvement of Huron harbor, on 
Lake Erie ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Delaware county, Ohio, 
praying for a mail route from Worthington, in said county, 
to Ashiand, in Richland county ; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 














The CHAIRMAN announced that his hour 
had expired. 

Mr. HARALSON observed that the bill came 
from the Senate, and the Military Committee were 
not therefore responsible for drafting it. The 
committee had, however, upon examination, come 
to the conclusion that it was framed in the shape 
the best calculated to accomplish the object in 
view. The gentleman from Massachusetts ob- 
jected that the bill proposed to repeal an act that 
was already executed. Now, to examine this 
objection, how did it stand? The second regi- 
ment of dragoons was not disbanded by the act 
of 1842, but was converted into a regiment of ri- 
flemen, by taking away their horses and accou- 


Means. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of sixty-three citi- 
zens of Berkshire county, Massachusetts, praying thatsuch 
a revision of the tariff may be made as will compel the im- 
porters of foreign wool to contribute a due proportion to the 
revenue, and give protection and encouragement to the nu- 
merous class of citizens engaged in agriculture and weol- 
growing, equal to that extended to the woolen manufae- 
turers and other branches of American industry. 

Also, the petitions of Saniuel Kirkland and forty-one 
others ; and Hennum and thirty-five others, citizens of 
Norwich, Massachusetts, praying for a reduetion of letter 
postage, and the abolition of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The memorial of John Stickney, 


crease of compensation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


| postmaster at Shawneetown, Illinois, praying for an in- 


| By Mr. HAMLIN: The remonstrance of James Crosby 


and forty-seven others, citizens of Bangor, Maine, against 
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ley and others; which was referred to the Committee of || 


ays and Means. i 

By Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
citizens of Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against any alteration in the existing tariff law. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Sidney Rigdon, W. H. 

Roilosson, and one hundred and ninety six others, citizens 
of the city of Nauvoo, in the State of Illinois, praying Con- 
gress to make appropriations for the immediate improve- 
ment of the upper Mississippi and Missouri rivers; which 
was referred to the Cominittee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 
By Mr. RELFE: The petition of the citizens of the city 
of Cape Giradeau, Missouri, asking Congress to make ap- 
SS, for the improvement of the western rivers ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of James L. 
Loyd, of Owen county, Indiana, asking an increase of pen- 
sion as a wounded marine. 

Also, the petition of Miles Flinn, and nineteen others, 
citizens of Sullivan county, Indiana, asking a donation of 
land to continue the Wabash and Erie canal to the Olio 
river. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Theo. Fenn, and na 
merous others, citizens of Dauphin county, Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to maintain the tariff of 1842, until expe- 
rience shall have demonstrated, by ascertained facts, thata 
change would be for the better. 


By Mr. JAMESON: The petition of sundry citizens of | 


Montgomery county, Missouri, praying for the unprovement | 
of the western harbors and rivers. 

Also, the petition of Lorenzo Waugh, praying that land 
scrip ma 
Janes 
assigns. 

oo. LUMPKIN: The petition of fifty-three citizens 
of Walker county, Georgia, praying the establishment of a 


issue on military warrant No. 4879, given to | 
augh, a revolutionary soldier, and to his heirs or | 


the way of Red Clay, Dogwood, Medicinal Springs, and 
Sunset, to Rome, in the State of Georgia, a distauce of sev- 
enty three miles; which was referred to the Committee on | 
the Post Office and Post Roads. ' 
By Mr. MciLVAINE: The memorial of Henry Hooper 
and thirty-three others, citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- | 
strating against any alteration of the present tariff. | 


By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Jesse Campbell, of | 
Mason county, Kentucky, a soldier in the late war with | 


Great Britain, and one of the captives confined in the Dart- | 
moor prison, in England, praying that Congress may pass a | 
law for his relief, he now being poor and an invalid, aged | 
and infirm; which was referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The memorial of Elijah 
Willard and one hundred and fifty others, citizens of Union 
county, Hlinois, praying Congress to make adequate appro- | 
priations for the improvement of the navigation of the west- | 


ern rivers and lakes, and the harbor at St. Louis; which |) 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, to which was referred a bill on the same sub- 
ject. 


zens of New York, for an international copyright. 


Also, the petition of many citizens of New York, in favor || 


of a warehouse system. i} 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of the inhabitants of the | 
parish of Carroll, Louisiana, praying the Governmeni for 
remuneration for their labor and money in making a ievee 
three miles in length, on the Mississippi river, on the public 
lands. Said levee has been the preservation of many indi- | 
viduals, and has made valuable the adjoining public lands, | 
&c.; which was referred to the proper committee. 

By Mr. HUGHES: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Holt county, Missouri, asking Congress to establish a mail | 
route from H 
the Neshenabotta river, in said county. 

By Mr. JENKS: The remonstrance of sixty-one citizens | 
of Lasalle county, Illinois, against the establishment of a 
post route in said county. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, March 22, 1844. 


On motion of Mr. SEMPLE, a document, 


relative to the fees and emoluments received ‘by 


consuls, vice consuls, and commercial a { ae ' : ; 
? : gents of || injure the iron interests in Pennsylvania. 


the United States abroad, was taken from the | 
table, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. STURGEON presented four several peti- 
tions from citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that | 
no alteration may be made in the tariff of 1842; || 
which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. S. also presented the preamble and reso- 
lution adopted by the Legislature of Pennsylva- 
nia, instructing the Senators and requesting the 
Representatives from that State to oppose any 
change in the present tariff, which might prove 
Mjurious to the manufacturing and agricultural 
interests of that Commonwealth; and sternly to 
resist any reduction in the present duties on iron, 
coal, and wool, and to omit no effort to sustain 
all the great interests of the nation calculated to 
foster and promote American industry. 

Mr.8. remarked that the unanimity with which || 
the resolutions passed that Legislature, composed || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


of 81; in the Senate by a vote of 30 to 1. 


|| was the material used. 
By Mr. FISH: The petition of John Jay and others, citi- || 


igh Creek post office to Daniel Huntsucker, on || c : ; 
* || Philadelphia and Reading road was also about to 





| there. 

inferior to another improvement called the bridge | 

|| rail; and after being used for a few years, the | 
| T-rail would be dispensed with and the bridge 


which was reported to the Senate afew daysago, || rail substituted. 


petitions of Samuel Smith and others and D. W. Brad. Il of members differing widely on most other sub- 
jects, showed clearly the united feeling of the | 


whole State on the tariff question. The resolu- 
tion passed in the House by a unanimous vote 
This 
showed clearly that there was no party vote on 
its adoption. 

This was a subject in which those whom he in 
part represented, felt a deep interest. The reduc- 
tions under the compromise act prostrated the 
great interests in Pennsylvania, spoken of in the 
resolutions. The pressure which had borne down 


those interests was removed by the passage of the | 
tariff of 1842. The feeling with which the minds 
of the manufacturers was depressed by the re- 


ductions under that act has been changed. The 


sylvania a new life for business; and they confi- 


dently hope that the vitality which business now | 

has, will not be destroyed by mistaken legislation, | 
| The party to which he had the honor to belong, || 

were in favor of a tariff for revenue, with inci- 


dental protection, believing that that would meet 
the wants of all the great interests. 


of. It was the deep reduction on all articles man- 


| ufactured, such as sheet iron, nails, spikes, rods, | 
| and every other article which is manufactured out | 
mail route from Cleveland, in the State of Tennessee, by || of the more crude articles. Of what benefit would 
| it be to the manufacturers of bar iron or pigs, if | 
all the articles to which the material is to be ap- | 


lied were to be furnished by a foreign market? | 


t would remain on his hands as an unsalable 
drug. 
interests, and he was sorry to say that blow 
comes from a quarter he least expected. He 


might, on this occasion, exclaim, et lu quoque mi | 


| fili. 


He alluded to the introduction of railroad 
iron free of duty; (a bill for which had been re- 
orted from the F 
his would be worse—if worse could be—than 
the bill to which he had just alluded, which has 
originated in the House of Representatives. 
Let us look for one moment at its effects. 


stances, been dispensed with, and the T-rail sub- 
stituted. This would throw the whole of flat bars 


into the market, and that without a cent of duty. | 
|| The Philadelphia and Baltimore railroad was, lie 
| understood, about to relay thirty miles of their | 
road, which would probably take seven or eight | 


thousand tons. What would be the amount of 


| the flat bar rails thrown on the market in conse- 
| quence he was not informed; but he supposed it 


to be about three or four thousand tons. The 


relay part, if not the greater portion of their road, 


| thereby throwing an equal, if not a greater amount 
But the process would not stop | 


on the market. 
It was now said that the T-rail was much 


Thus would another quantit 
of iron, duty free, be thrown into the market. Alt 
these operations would have a tendency to deeply 
In the 
circumstance of the introduction of the bill in the 


Senate to admit railroad iron duty free, and a 
|| knowledge of the fact that an immense amount 
‘| of old railroad iron would be thrown into the 
| market, the Senate would readily perceive the 
| cause for the great interests felt by the people of 


the manufacturing districts of Pennsylvania that 


‘| the tariff, as it now existed, should not be dis- 
| turbed. 


In accounting for the cheap price of tron a short 
time since, the Senator from New Hampshire, 


| (Mr. Woopsvry,] two days ago, remarked that 
_ the reduction of the price of iron was materially 
| owing to the introduction of a superior process of 


manufacture. He did not deny that, to a certain 


| extent, the introduction of improvements in the 


mode of manufacturing had some effect upon the 


| price; but it could not have been the cause which 


produced such ruinous results to the iron interests 


| throughout this country. He then went on to 


show the variation in the prices per ton, at differ- 
ent periods, for several years past, with a view to 


GLOBE 


|| ject to the motion to print, or to enter int 
|| discussion of what had been stated by th 

. a | y the 
| act of 1842 has imparted to the people in Penn- | 


The reduc- || 
tion on the article of rolled, hammered, and pig | 
|| iron, as proposed in the bill which has been re- 
| cently laid on their tables, might possibly be | 
borne, but this was not the act they complained | 


But there was another blow aimed at our | 


inance Committee in this body.) | 


In || 
| the early construction of our railroads, the flat bar | 
Its use was now about to | 
be dispensed with; aad had already, in many in- | 


| 
j 
i 
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| show how seriously the iron interests were af. 
| fected by the reduction of the tariff on that s . 
| cle; and to show that if that interest had ee 
| protection by the tariff, railroad and other per 
| could be manufactured and delivered at a Be 
| lower rate than the railroad companies had a 
tofore paid. The manufacturers of iron haye - 
the materials necessary, and could soon be - 
| pared to manufacture suflicient for all the demand, 
| of the country; but under the doubt in which the 
policy of the country was involved, they wer 
| afraid to operate extensively. He moved that thy 
resolution be read and printed. , 
Mr. WOODBURY said he did not rise to ob. 


9 any 


; Sena. 
tor from Pennsylvania, [Mr. STurGeon.} But 


he would inform the Senate that, in the Place 
where high or low duties now had little or yo 
effect on the price of iron—as so small an amount 
was imported there, and a near approach to hal; 
the manufactures of iron in the civilized world 
|| existed—the price had greatly fallen, and chieg 
from new improvements in the making of it. His 
authority for the remark a few days ago, which 
| had been referred to—saying the price had fallen 
| to one third of its former amount, wasa very high 
| one—being a speech of Mr. Bright, a member of 
Parliament, at Liverpool, last September, 

Mr. STURGEON. The reason was, that there 
was no demand. 

The resolution was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK presented four memorials ny- 
merously signed by citizens of Alleghany county, 
Maryland, praying that the duties on iron and 
| coal may not be reduced or altered from the rate 
fixed by the tariff act of 1842; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RIVES presented a petition from Rebecca 
Beckham, the daughter of the late Robert Lovell, 
who was a lieutenant in the war of the Revoly- 
tion, asking Congress to grant commutation pay 
and some consideration for the depreciation of 
the money in which her father was paid; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Claims. 

Also, a memorial fiom the Colonization So- 
ciety of the District of Columbia, asking the 
consideration of Conress as to the expediency 
of passing some act to aid the settlements on the 
i; coast of Africa, commenced by this country; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
| Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, similar to a num- 
ber already presented, praying that no change 
may be made in the present tariff, until by ascer- 
tained facts it may be demonstrated that such 
change would be for the better; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE presented a memorial from cer- 
tain Stockbridge Indians, of the ‘* citizen party,” 
praying that the proceeds of certain lands held in 
reserve, under treaty, for school purposes, mav 
be applied for their general benefit; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian A fairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
|; Judiciary, reported back, without amendment, 
(| and with a recommendation that it do pass, the 
| bill from the House entitled ‘* An act to change 

the time of holding the spring term of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the eastern 
district of Virginia.” 

Mr. B. also reported back, from the same 

committee, with a recommendation that it do not 
ass, the bill from the House for the relief of 
Sesebh Ramsay. 











| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
' 


| 

| 

| 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on For- 

i eign Relations, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, the joint resolution, from the House, ten- 

| dering the thanks of Congress to the British 
authorities at Gibraltar, and the commanding 
officers and crew of her Britannic Pers ship 
Malabar, for services rendered on the occasion 
= the destruction of the steamer Missouri by 

re. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the petition of the 
widow of Peter Barrow, for a pension, asked (0 

| be discharged from the same, on the ground that 
| if the facts set forth in the petition can be verified, 
| relief can be obtained frem the Department. 
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discharge was gran 
on the petitioner to withdraw her petition || 


to the Pension Office. 
JOSEPH BOGY. 
On motion of Mr. UPHAM, it was 


That the petition of Joseph Bogy, for a pen- 
Oe from the files, and referred to the Committee 


on Pensions. 


for presentation 


PENSION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the House bill 
No. 60) making appropriations for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensioners of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending on the 
30th of June, 1845, was taken up, and the vote 
of yesterday, ordering the Senate amendments to 
be engrossed for a third reading, was reconsid- 


¢rovye bill then being in. the condition in which 
it was when coming from the committee of the 
whole—that is, on concurring in the amendments 
of the committee— 

Mr. BAYARD stated objections which had 
occurred to him since yesterday with regard to 
the following proviso in the original bill: 

« Provided, That no Army or Navy officer shall receive 


a pension while receiving pay from the Government as | 


such ; and that all laws inconsistent herewith be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed.”? 

He thought the proviso required amendment 
jn two particulars: first, to make it extend to all 

ersons as well as Army and Navy officers; and, 
second, to strike out that portion respecting ex- 
isting laws. 

He proposed a substitute for the whole proviso, 
which he moved as an amendment. It was to 
strike out all after the words ** provided, that no,’’ 
and insert, ** person in the Army or Navy shall 
be allowed to draw both a pension as an invalid 
and the pay of his rank or station in the service, 
unless the alleged disability was such as to occa- 
sion hisemployment in a lower grade in some 
civil branch of the service.”’ 

Mr. B. stated that this would not prevent a 

rson disabled from performing the service in 
therank he held when so disabled, from being 
employed in an inferior grade upon services he 
was competent to pane, provided both his 
pension and pay did not exceed the pay of his 
original grade. 

Some debate arose as to the proper mode of ef- 
fecting this amendment; which at length was 
cleared up by 

Mr. KING, who pointed out that the question 
should be taken simply on amending the proviso; 
and, that being decided, the question on the mo- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole to strike out 
the proviso as amended, would come up; after 
which, the bill would be in the condition in 
which it was yesterday, when the amendments 
were ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bayarp’s 
amendment; which was adopted. 

The question then recurring on concurring with 
the Committee of the Whole in striking out the 
proviso as amended, 

Mr. EVANS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

A short debate arose on the merits of the pro- 
viso, in which Messrs. BAYARD, WRIGHT, 
KING, and FOSTER concurred in the propriety 
of retaining it as amended in the bill; and Maoare. 
PHELPS and EVANS urged that it should be 
stricken out. 

The question was taken b 
and resulted—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, Clay- | 


ton, Dayton, Evans, Johnson, Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller, 
Morehead, Phelps, Simmons, Tallmadge, Upham, White, 
“= Woodbridge—18. 


AYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Bayard, Ben- || 


ton, Breese, Buchanan, Grittenden, Fairfield, Foster, Ful- 
ton, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, King, McDuffie, Mer- 
tick, Rives, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, 
and Wright—24. 

So the proviso, as amended, was not stricken 
out, 

The amendments to the bill were then ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. A 

The bill was subsequently read the third time, 
and passed. 


RETRENCHMENT BILLS. 


Mr. HAYWOOD, on leave, introduced a bill i 
to limit and prescribe the term of office of certain || bill making appropriations for the continuation of 
officers therein named,and for other purposes. ;| the Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indi- 


om 


yeas and nays; | 
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ted, and leave was || [This bill provides that the term of office of the || ana, and Illinois, was 


| 


| 


| the Postmaster General, shall be limited to two 





1 
| 
| 











| enable the Senate, when proscription was thrown 


| different form of proscription in another. 
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taken up, and made the 
| special order for Thursday next. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
On motion, it was agreed that when the Senate 


Secretaries of State, Treasury, War, Navy, and 


years; and requiring them to report to Congress | 
annually, during the first week of each session, |! 


| the names of all the clerks in their respective De- || adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
| partments; the namesof those who died, resigned, | 
or were removed; and if removed, the cause of | 





LAND CLAIMS. 
Mr. BARROW moved to take up the bill to 


such removal, during the year preceding, and the || 
names of those who were appointed to fill their || provide for the adjustment of certain land claims 
places, &c.} s | within the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, Ala- 
The bill was read twice, and referred to the || bama, and Arkansas, and for other purposes. 
Committee on the Judiciary. | The bill being taken up, on motion of Mr. 
Mr. H. said that the purpose of this bill was || BARROW, it was made the special order for 
to limit the term of office of those in whose hands || Monday next. 


the power was vested, of appointing inferior offi- POSTAGE—FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


cers under the Government. In other words, it 
was a bill simple in its purpose, and designed to || On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the special or- 
| ders were taken up; and the Senate, as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole, proceeded to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 51, being ‘*A bill to reduce 
the rates of postage; to limit the use and correct 
the abuse of the franking privilege, and for the 
prevention of frauds on the revenues of the Post 
Office Department.”’ 

The bill, as reported by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and printed, con- 
tained the amendments proposed by that commit- 
tee; which amendments became the first subject 
of consideration now before the Senate. 

The following is as brief a compendium of the 
bill and amendments as the nature of the subject 
will admit of being made: 

Sec. 1. Uponevery letter not exceeding half an 

| ounce, and conveyed a distance not exceeding one 
hundred miles, the postage shall be five cents; 


upon inferior officers of this Government by those 
who have the appointing power, to strike at the 
head of this system of oppression; and not to || 
make those who were the unfortunate subjects 
of proscription in one instance the subjects of a | 


He moved its reference to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TAPPAN suggested that there was a Com- | 
mittee on Retrenchment—or at least there was a | 
committee of that name appointed at the last ses- 
sion. He should be very glad to furnish some | 
business for it; and therefore suggested the refer- 
ence of the bill to that committee. 

Mr. HAYWOOD also, on leave, introduced a | 
bill to reduce the salary of the President of the | 
United States to $15,000, with the use of the 
mansion and furniture, and a reasonable allow- || over one hundred miles ten cents. Letters weigh- 
ance for fuel and lights; which was read twice, | ing more than half an ounce, and not exceeding 
and referred to the Committee on Retrenchment. || three fourths of an ounce, double postage; ex- 

Also, a bill to fix the salary of the Chief Jus- || ceeding three fourths of an ounce, and not ex- 
tice and associate justices of the Supreme Court || ceeding one ounce, treble postage; and for every 
of the United States, and those hereafter to be || excess of weight of one fourth of an ounce, five 
appointed. cents or ten cents additional, according as the 

he bill fixes the salary of the Chief Justice at || distance does not, or does, exceed one hundred 
$4,000 per annum, and associates at $3,500. It || miles. : 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. || Sec.2. Newspapers not exceeding thirteen hun- 

Also, a bill to fix and regulate the salaries of | dred and twenty-five square inches, free of postage 
the Secretaries of State, Treasury, War, Navy, || within the county in which they are printed; and, 
Postmaster General, and Attorney General. | if sent beyond the county, and not exceeding one 

The bill fixes the salary of each of those offi- || hundred miles, half a cent each, and one cent for 
cers, except the Attorney General, at $5,000 per | greater distances: provided, the editors or pub- 
annum, from and after the 4th of March, 1845; || lishers keepa list or register of all papers sent by 
and the salary of the Attorney General at $3,000 || mail, noting the day sent, the office in which de- 
per annum. It was read twice, and referred to | posited for transmission, and the office sent to; 
the Committee on Retrenchment. | certifying and returning ~ a to the 

| Postmaster General, on which the postmasters 
Counts IF Ord. | shall be charged the postage; and refusal or neg- 

On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate took || ject to make such returns shall subject the pub- 
up the bill to restore the summer term of the Uni- || lishers or editors to the rates of postage chargeable 
ted States district court of the district of Ohio, || under the act of 3d March, 1825. All news- 
from Cincinnati to Columbus, having been re- || papers exceeding thirteen hundred and twenty- 
turned from the House with an amendment, pro- || five square inches to be subject to the same post- 
viding that the removal shall not take place until || age as now exists; that is, for a distance not ex- 
after the next July term of the said court at Cin- || ceeding one hundred miles, one cent; and greater 
cinnati. | than one hundred miles, one and a half cent; and 

Mr. MOREHEAD made some remarks show- | one cent additional for every excess of two hun- 
ing the great number of cases on the docket at || dred and fifty square inches. 

Cincinnati, and the great inconvenience which || Spc. 3. Pamphlets, magazines, periodicals, and 
will result to the citizens in that section of the || such printed matter, for each copy, two and a 
country if the bill was passed; and moved that it || half cents, not exceeding one ounce in weight, for 
be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. || one hundred miles; and five cents for any greater 

The proposition was opposed, in remarks of distance; one cent additional for each abduional 

much length, by Messrs. TAPPA Nand ALLEN, || ounce on any distance. 
and by a few remarks by Mr. WOODBRIDGE. || Sec. 4. The Postmaster General is authorized, 
The question was then put on the motion to || when necessary, in case of too great a mass of 
recommit; and it was determined in the negative. || matter having to be carried by mail, to forward 
The amendment of the House was then con- | the letter mail separately for greater speed. 
curred in. || See. 5. The twenty-seventh section of the act 
| FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. | of 3d March, 1825, and all other acts and parts of 


The bill making a grant of land to improve the || *¢!8 granting ™ rere, incanggens gyenes 
navigation of Fox and Wisconsia rivers, and to || mitting sodie eee as canon aetna ‘sepa’ 
connect the same by a canal in the Territory of er j : 


i ; co8 a |” Sec. 6. Officers of the Government heretofore 
Wisconsin, was read the third time, and passed. having the franking privilege, to keep an account 
JOHN MULLER. i 


of postage touching their office business, which 
On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the House bill for 


| duly verified, shall be allowed them, The deputy 
the relief of John Muller was taken up, considered || Postmasters to be allowed the postages on their 
| in Committee of the Whole, reported back to the 


| official business, and to be allowed to aeertine, 

ird ti | free of postage, all letters and packages in the 

Geant. then, Hee, Glee Bats Pay iy \the business of their office, indorsing thereon, 

CUMBERLAND ROAD- | post office business”’ over their signatures re- 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate || spectively; subject, for every such indorsement 
falsely made, to a fine of fifty dollars. 


| Sec. 7. The President of the United States, the 
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Sern 
Vice President, all ex-Presidents, the widow of | 
any ex-President, all ex-Vice Presidents, Secre- | 
taries of State, of the Treasury, of War, and of | 
the Navy, the Postmaster General, and Attorney | 
General, are authorized to frank and receive let- | 
ters, packages, newspapers, pamphicts, and mag- | 
azines, free of postage, ‘The act authorizing the 
Governors of the several States to transmit by | 
mail certain books and documents to continue in | 


foree. ‘Fhe members of Congress, the Delegates | labor for not less than six months nor more than || establishments, the committee ado 


of Territories, the Secretary of the Senate and | 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, author- | 
ized to transmit, free of postage, to any post of- | 
fice in the United States or Territories, any doc- 
ument printed by either House of Congress. 

Sec. 8. Each member of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, and each Delegate from | 
a Territory, the Secretary of the Senate, and the | 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, may re- 
ceive by mail, free of postage, any letter, news- 
paper, or packet, not exceeding two ounces in | 


weight, from the time such member or Delegate || 


takes his seat in Congress to the expiration of his | 
term of election, or termination of his services; 
and all postages charged upon letters, packages, | 
petitions, memorials, or other matters or things | 
received by any Senator, member, or Delegate of | 
the House of Representatives, touching his offi- | 
cial or legislative duties, by reason of any excess | 
of weight above two ounces, to be paid out of | 


the sense fund. 1] 


Sec. 9. In lieu of the privilege heretofore al- | 
lowed to members of Congress of sending to their 
constituents and others letters and other written | 
or printed communications free of postage through | 
the mail, each member of Congress, and Delegate | 
from a Territory, shall be supplied with a num- 
ber of free stamps or envelopes equal to five per 
day for the highest rate of postage on letters not 
exceeding one half ounce in weight each, from 
the day delivered to the commencement of the 
next annual session of Congress; and in like 
manner from the first day of each session to the 
first day of the succeeding session. 

Sec. 10. Prohibitory of private expresses or | 
other transmission of mail matter than through 
the post office mai); penalty $150 for each offense. 

Sec. 11. Stage-coaches, railroad-cars, steam- | 
boats, packetboats, or other vehicles or vessels, 
prohibited carrying mail matter, except such as 
may relate to cargoes of said vessels, or articles | 
conveyed by vehicles; penalty $100; the driver, 
captain, or conductor, also to forfeit $50. 

3ec. 12. Owners of such modes of conveyance 
knowingly allowing persons carrying mail mat- 
ter, passage or conveyance, subject to same pen- 
alties as carriers of private expresses. 

Sec. 13. Persons sending such mail matter un- 
lawfully, subject to penalty of $50 for each offense. 

Sec. 14. Foreign ships, steam vessels, &c., 
prohibited from transmitting mail matter from one 
part of the United States to another, or the per- 
sons in charge knowingly carrying persons so | 
transmitting mail matter unlawfuliy, penalty for 
each offense, $500. 

Sec. 15. This act not to affect the sixth section 
of the act of 3d March, 1825, nor prohibit the | 





transportation of letters by steamboats as therein || 
authorized; provided the conditions of said sec- || 


tion are strictly complied with; otherwise the 
pains and penalties applicable under this act to be 
enforced. 

Sec. 16. The Postmaster General authorized 
to contract with steamboat captains or owners for 
transmission of the mails on the western or other 


waters of the United States forany length of time | 


or number of trips, less than the time of contracts 
usually made under existing laws, without pre- 
vious advertisement, provided the price of such 
service shall not be greater than the average of 
previous contracts on the same route. 

Sec. 17. That mailable matter and matter prop- 
erly transmissible by mail shall be deemed letters, 
newspapers, magazines, pamphlets, and periodi- | 
cals, in regular series or successive numbers un- | 
der the same title, and all other written or printed | 
matter, whereof each copy shall not exceed eight 
ounces, except bank notes sent in packages or 
bundles without written letters accompanying 
them: bound books of any kind not included. | 


| the publishers thereof, as provided for under the || 


i} 


To the foregoing, the committee on the Post | in view in offering that amendment. There. 
Office and Post | Roads recommended to be added “ane 


| the two following sections: 

| Sec. 18. — person or persons peer 
| ing or counterfeiting any stamp or envelope pur- 
| porting to be under authority of this law, or falsely 


|| altering or uttering the same, or assisting to do 


80, to be adjudged guilty of felony; and if con- 
| victed by due process of law, to be kept at hard 


| five years, and fined not exceeding $5,000. 

| Sec. 19. The term newspaper used in this act 
| to be deemed any printed publication issued in 
| numbers consisting of not more than two sheets, 
and published at short stated intervals of not more 
| than one week, conveying intelligence of papeing 
events, and bona fide extras and supplements o 

| such publications. Nothing herein contained to 
| prevent the free exchange of newspapers between 


twenty-ninth section of the act of 3d of March, 
1825. 


what follows. 


| of one thousand three hundred and twenty-five} 
| specified in the amendment sufficient to cover 
every description of newspaper. 

Mr. MERRICK thought the Senator from 


| Rhode Island (Mr. Simmons] was mistaken in 


supposing one thousand six hundred square 
| inches would not cover all classes of newspapers 
throughout the country. It was true, it would 
not apply to the Brother Jonathan and the New 
World, the only two papers of extraordinary di- 
mensions in the country; but it was the intention 
of the committee that papers of that description 
should be charged for as periodicals and pamph- 
lets. One thousand three hundred and twenty- 
five square inches was, at first, deemed sufficient 
to cover all classes of newspapers; but, in order 
to leave no room for doubt upon the subject, one 
thousand six hundred were adopted; and he felt 
very sure that would be found amply sufficient 
to cover every legitimate newspaper in the coun- 


try. 

Mr. SIMMONS had been informed that it did 
not cover the New York Express, the Commer- 
eial Advertiser, or Journal of Commerce. 

Mr. MERRICK supposed there were several 
| papers in the country containing two or three 
sheets; but it covered almost every paper he 
| knew of even with two sheets. Those contain- 
ing over that were to be measured differently. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER then stated that 
the first amendment was to add to the first section 
the following: 

And all drop letters, and letters placed in _ post office, 
not for transportation, but for delivery only, shall be charged 
with postage at the rate of twocents each. And all letters 





|| whieh shall hereafter be advertised as remaining over in 


any post office, shall, when delivered out, be charged with 
the costs of advertising the same, in addition to the regular 
| postage. 


This amendment was adopted. 
The next amendment was also adopted; being, 





| in the second section, to change the maximum of 


| the size of the newspapers, subject to simple 


|| newspaper postage, from one thousand three hun- || 
_ dred and twenty-five square inches to one thou- | 
| sand six hundred square inches, as proposed b 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roadg. 
The next amendment was in the same section 


|| —to strike out the word ‘‘ county” and substi- 


_ tute **thirty miles of the city, town, or other 
| place.’’ 


| Mr. MERRICK said that the object of this || 


_amendment was plain—that local papers might 
| circulate in the country within a circle of thirty 
miles around the point at which they were pub- 
lished. It confined them to this circle, free of 
| postage, and enabled small papers, having a lim- 
ited number of subscribers, to exist where, with- 
| out it, the expenses incurred by the present mail 
| arrangements, rendered it almost impossible for 
| them to be carried on at all. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN did not see the justice or 


Nothing in this act to be construed as prohibiting || propriety of exempting those living within thirty 


the transportion otherwise than by mail of such 
magazines, pamphleis, periodicals, &e., in par- | 


cels for sale, but not for distribution. 


| miles of the office of publication from postage. 
He was sopcens to cahioe such exceptions. 
Mr. MERRICK stated what the committee had 


The further amendments, or the alterations of || 
| the bill suggested by the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, will be understood from | 


i 
Mr. SIMMONS did not think the number of | 
uare inches [one thousand six hundred instead | 


a grent many country papers in the United 
which could not maintain competition With 
|| larger, if they were charged the same rate of 
| age which the large papers had to pay, The 
| terests of the people required that there shoal 
| be small papers published in their vicinity ri 
} the seat of justice, for the purposes of local s 
|| formation. In order to encourage this kind ¢ 
pted this ameng, 
ment, which exempts them from Postage alt, 
gether. It would be evident to every one 
| these local papers were very desirable as a me 
of circulating information, and that the cog, , 
delivery and reception materially interfered With 
their circulation. To obviate this, was the object 
of the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER stated that th 
next amendment was in the same section, to add 
| “at the end of each quarter,’’ as designating th. 
|| time of making the quarterly returns to the Pog, 
| master General of newspapers sent through the 

mail by publishers and editors. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The next amendment was at the beginning of 

_ the third section, to insert, after the first wor 

| ** that,’’ the following: 

All printed or lithographed cireutars and hand bills, or ag. 

| Vertisements printed or lithograped on quarto post or si 

| cap paper, or paper not larger than single cap folded, direc. 
ed, and unsealed, shall be charged with postage at the rate 

of two cents for each sheet, and no more, whatever may 

be the distance the same may be sent. 


The amendment was adopted. 


The next was in the same section, changing the 
fractional excesses from one fourth to one half 
ounce. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The next amendment was in the sixth section, 
to insert, after the specification of the allowance 
of postages incurred officially by deputy post- 
masters, upon verification of the same to the De- 
partment, to add, ‘‘ and the transmission of the 
charged letters as vouchers.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 


The-next was to insert, in the eighth section, 
|| respecting the payment, out of the contingent 
fund, of postages to members of Congress, onlet- 
ters or packages, the excess over two ounces, 
charged on such matters received on congressional 
business, the words ‘** during any session of Con- 
| gress.”” F 

The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was to add to the end of 
the ninth section the following: 
And it shall be the duty of every deputy postmaster, 
| 
| 








under the direction of the Postmaster General, before de- 
livering any letter, or other matter or thing, inclosed in any 
such envelope, or to which any such free stamp may be 
attached, so to mutilate or deface the same as effectually to 
prevent its second use. 


The amendment was adopted. 
The next amendment was to add at the end of 





| the fifteenth section the following words: 


And no postmaster shall receive, to be conveyed by the 
mail, any packet which shall weigh more than three pounds, 


|| ‘The amendment was adopted, 


'| The next was, in the seventeenth section, to in- 
| clude newspapers in the privilege of transporting 


otherwise than by mail, packages of pamphlets, 
magazines, and periodicals, for sale, and not dis- 
| tribution, 

|| ‘This amendment was adopted. 

|| The next amendment was to add the eighteenth 
|| section, [which see in foregoing compendium.) 
( This was also adopted. 


'| The next was to add the nineteenth section, 
| [which ste in the foregoing compendium.) 

|| This was also adopted. 

|| ‘The several amendments proposed by the Com- 
| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads having 
i| been gone through, 

| Mr. MERRICK pointed out some verbal and 
| technical amendments in addition; which, on his 
1 motion, were adopted. : 
|| Mr. TAPPAN inquired if the honorable chair- 
|| man had got through the amendments offered by 
|| the committee, as he wished to make a motion? 
|| Mr. MERRICK said he had. The Senaté had 
| kindly concurred both in these amendments 20 
| those which he bad submitted himself; and he 
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